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IED aT ls. 3d. EACH. THE TWO SENT FREE BY POST 
yor 36 STAMPS. READING CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 
A YEAR ARE NOW READY, 3s, 6d. EACH.—ORDERS 
‘BE SENT TO THE PUBLISHER. 
Soxricrrors’ JournaL & Reporter is published every 
morning in time for the early trains, and may be 
direct 
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i the © through Bookseller 
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Teanewer to. Mr. Hemsley’s letter, which we regret was over- 


we beg to. say that we receive our report from the Estate 
and that we do not undertake to enter into the 
sales, We regret.if, in the instance mentioned 


by Mr. Hemsley, any inconvenience has arisen from the absence 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


‘The Divorce Act Amendment Bill has been read a 
fond. time. in the House of Commons, and will now 
us into law, but.deprived of one of its most valuable 
mses, that enabli ies domiciled in Ireland to 
ply for a divorce in the English Court. This provi- 
«has now been withdrawn by the Government, in 
Brence to the strongly expressed opinions of the 
sh members ; but we cannot think these gentlemen 
¢ in the course they have taken. We are of course 
we of the aes entertained by Roman 
olics i establishment of any court 
“dissolving marriages, and this ‘omseentions feel- 
is ing of ev respect, ight rea- 
ab ipa ey i oye mn of tp 3 Divorce 
sins. we Sell fea wane. Berne e is involved in 
-Oppe et rane a 1. pr gee ana 
olution of the marriage tie at present by an applica- 
jo the Legi and the iilngn is clad of 
mm. We have never heard that any Irish Roman 
plic member has risen in his place to oppose a 
ite Divorce Bill; and why should the privil 
be confined to those able 
reason. that was urged for 
gi es equally in favour of the 
si F eapancecanry to Ireland; but it 
»probable that, in t state of parties, the 
ernment will abide by their own sensible proposal. 
lia is also to be exempted, it is evident that the 
ree business in the House of Lords will not come to 
ination. 
he inquiries that have already taken place be- 
F the Election Committees have proved, if any 
ler, proof had been required, the failure _ of 
“Corrupt Practices Nacigpao Act. It is evi- 
t that bribery, treating, improper expen- 
fe are sculcuncnantiie-tak’ erbhacier os 
the only result of recent legislation, as far as we 
fobserve, being, that i who have acted with 
ect uprightness and purity, and who have done all 
cir power to prevent bribery, are unfairly jeopar- 
Lin their seats. Thus sg members for 


ad. his sense of the real hardshi 
the necisi é d 


‘f atute Law Commission is actually dead. The 
ayote for the commissioner and his secretary was 


lo, 136. 





proposed as usual, much to the surprise of 
members, who had been told that the work of the® 
mission was at an end, and were at'a loss to 

why the aaa vote money for extinct 
tionaries. The , by a majority of eleven, reft 
the t, and thus, in a dull discussion, at the 
of the session, and in appropriate obscurity, 
standing job has been sn out. 
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The Committee of County Court Judges Deve were 
on the present system of county court imprisonment 
Sy AES: ORS week, print their observations 
at length. —- 


We this week commence, in the Weekly Reporter, a 
pe carson the names, and an index of she peinit. of 
reported cases which have appeared during ek. 
This register will be published regularly during the con- 
tinuance of the weekly reports. and will, we believe, 
form a valuable addition to a publication, which 
commands so much confidence from the profession. 
rapidity, accuracy, and the number of cases reported, the 
is at the head of periodicals of its class, 
and w - be armada? ~ onadaed oe and the ae 
peculiarly affecting solicitors, which a in 
Solicitors’ Journal, the information of this ind afl 
in our columns is of a quantity and nature to a 
the expressions of approval continually received by us. 
from various quarters. 


ills 
ape 


RESIDUARY. DEVISES. 


A recent decision of the Vice-Chancellor 
Eddels v. Johnson (1 Giff. 22; 6 W. R, 401), calls our 
attention to a remarkable conflict: of opi 
the equity judges, on a question which, it mi cave 
been expected, would have been set at rest 
The question shortly is, whether speci: 
devisees are liable to contribute rateably to the 
of a saa act In pb i v. perp: Ahn 
contain ific devises uests, and a 
gift of real and personal onan Oe did not charge 
real estate with payment of the testator’s dehts. 


estate not specificall ueathed i 

Reioeh the Court held tht the reel anit persondl 
specifically given were to be applied, rateably with the 
residuary real estate, in payment of debts; Vice-Chan. 
cellor Stuart being of opinion that the real estate spe- 
cifically devised was liable, rateably with that which-was 
devised as residue. It appears to have been well settled, 
that before the Wills Act (1 Vict. c. 26) specific devisees 
and legatees were liable to contribute rateably for 
pa t of the testator’s specialty debts ( Tombs v. 
2 it realty by call, hough ia considered that 

ift o' by will, tho in terms residuary, 
Pl i “A Mon the will ted from 
In Eddels v. Johnson, the Vice-C r said 
did not understand the late Wills Act to ha 
— care Padi Potnaig assets Seve wh 
of debts (the will containing no charge of debts, 
estate was subject to them only by virtue of the 
visions of the 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 104) ; and 
peep = to oa rule, which 

levise of real estate, w! er particularly 
residuary, as in fact specific. “It cannot,” he 
“reasonably be held that because a testator has 
real estate to one m, and the rest of his 
to another, that the former is to bear no part of 
the statute says shall be borne by all.” In Emuss v. 
Smith, Lord Justice Knight Bruce, then Vice-Chancellor, 
seems to have been of the same opinion. He is 
to have said, that it was not the intention of the 
beare ry passing the Wills Act, ia the mode or 
ti) of applying assets in payment of debts should 
be roodect didtrent by it fide: Unat whieh wound bere 
taken place without it; at least, in” spch a case as was 
then before the Court. An unreported decision of Vices 
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She’ Courts; bs nim, i 
U2 Aki io agit Muse aoanpiens 4 
ssrlib rooer byishil) 


COURT OF r cua 
eine Vi88 CH nisite 5. Shoe) 
sccxosraeiaes Milburn, in re) bo nb ena 
aa yianaingee conten atin tin 
con’ 3 
at‘law ‘after di’ ordér for ane 
"edie ant by this ‘further 
éadh motion, From! thé afiidavitin: oF (iid mabtioH it it 
Fn vere abe insti Mr: id attended: déforte Mr. 
€ | Baron’ Martin summons which lad been: taken out in 
bi ‘the shoveamentiondd: ‘action; and that ‘such sammveng was! then 


4" action was! madeby caduetied ahacmtin ‘stated in 
support) of: ee that) p subh ‘order 
for an ittjunction;' Mr, Cattlin pressed Mr:‘Baton Martin to make 
an order on the:summons, ahd that on Mr. ‘Barow Martin having 
heard of the’ injutietion ‘restrdining thie proceedings: im te 
) action, ‘he! -directed® the cstimmons ‘to stand’ dyer, rs 
tt ae tar elmer Pong ear ag 4 ‘Lords 
| ahs cron tgp Rt arr rece Sheatt site SPC, 
a ‘of. ° ’ wad | i 

and dismissed. Mr. Nadeiecepaeaseigea’ cre 
tify his proceeding with the action pending the appeal. 

The Vice-C berate at an eatly, stage of the of 
the motion, Mr. Cattlin should make an 
to the Court 

oui ys ti fase whieh was hardly lott toithe die 


D Vicik-Catscncdizced, ta giving iieton gic CW the 
| iad ‘an at ttaaidle ‘to show that’ what ‘had: tiled 
before Mr. Baron ben ied was not ph Hse breach of ‘the otder’ 


isd been’ hide by! 
Tesetbn. “What hat takes piace before Mr aoe ce 
} attempt, ufter an’ ordd? for an'inj utiotiont had ‘beer made by this 
Court, to obtain an order in that détiony ee oe 
t - of provecding in ‘defines of the order of Court could 
‘gorickived.’ No doubt to very'great injury had been sustained fr 
what had beeh done before Mr. Baron Martist, but the question 
of injury was not now. béfere:the Court. | bok ge ‘of thris oli 
tor, wiio stated thatihe had had fort | was 
‘)couity' to’ obey ‘tlie idee of thie a ote a 
fed. Was Very iiveli to 'be regretted tliat stich’ w 
‘Hive! takin’ phage, anid is was also-46 be repreteed thiat Uhis i 
‘ghoatd hwve been’ — but the momerit 4! Was ede he 
ViéeIChandellor) éx A that some ston would 


2fe 


arder OF thé Cone Mothing, iowovery of that Hind ‘had 

@one by hit, whd there hed’ beer ‘tio “expression expression of 

| ‘contrition ‘in’ his part:' But thits' solicitor of forty: 

4 viene had endextvotred to show by along 

Sr eran eee 

that He ‘ex 6 y 

Lerds' jubasea he Pine’ th: “thts ad? 

| Besieged te Wi aera soli Netee be! 
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g which Would have siabled” tein 0 
waa ot There must We wt oFder 16 vountn it Mity 
and He hnist pay the costs Of this ‘métiony Ho) 9! 
airs the Lorp Maaeaepe and the Loos Juaticks oF 

wih—.LdU00 Si ONRPBLT 44 7 I10C%1 
wits) Beason Hemet ithe ty he acage stil 
<< PRIS Wais ‘aud apphiontiotl 26 disbiar ye al 
cellor yesherdty; divecting Mr, 
a the defendan above-mientioncd 
foi ai “conbetipt’ of ‘Coke! "Te" 
recently grafted an'infimetion | 


their ayy’ from taking any further s 


at law. few 7 OY pprevigus tp} to the 
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committal was Sechaaged Fry sy pane 
qu: uhateh. tie aft “of the ful Court:.of: Ap: 


( "ao lea the Vice-G 


ned ‘ tobe, t several it F 

Jt : x azamoination yy yoce, to t the act done 
by Mr, .C ge in yi Wee io valet oh he Bone. 
«ad wag, the common practice for a solicitor to pprsue | 
sh dmdthe di rat Tis _bounden dunt ito ta client;. for that a 
saan Pon pagan strays empiadradin dg A 

X ving: ee Ql 

of) att it: was hea te atteid the a urned sum- 


: Bowe being .no. “ prosecution”, of .the action. The wit- 


a bavi ar leaders, and 
eae a pa id make no orden, but Wen! 
coal any’ nati a of motion, he: might , be 


someone ‘OF nanonree AND DIVORCE. 
“(Before Sir ©. Cats Weir.) 
* Suggate Vv. Siiggate— Avg. 3, 
this case-his Lordship, on the of. Mys. Suggate, had 
dered a aye ey alge A erent ape eruelty of 


1 The costs lave since been a hy the registrar, 
du ca Bs Tikes objections were made. to-the registrar's tax 






the wife, whereas in 
i eal did not. pore Bony two eounsel, were ever: 


Nr Aleut, do the pi itioner, Lawareap that.the registrar 
en ‘wm ho in refusing to Milow the expense of copies of 
te to the, country attorney, the .case; being eon- 

“ea in an in J 
registrar was 


by: Le We ee i 
tot sete Po, t he report.of the 
b ybolgns ree aden, held. in g testamentary 
Alooeumsée that ne et sealed in the Keclesiastival. Courts,’ 
0 of allowing oply-ta el on, he gs Bide, not. applicable to 


ui) hong nisi priws sea Non prsount ease hating! 
1 90eg gee gp tor Sa i ould, Legg ge of 
c) biptenlering with ¢ aheretion which soa, leah the regiatac ye 
oleh ~ tio a on the cxbenas of ding some sk be Poe 
‘0 allow sending copies. o ) 
pa. to the country attorney, he did not think that. to 
bilan open. the. court to. all practitioners to, 
3 yess es ‘pay for the double assistance of @ town and 
: o& eountry attorney... It, was the practice ne the Evelesiastical’ 
op Qourts oe aaa ee Sven and Nedid not.see why’ 
inoetiaad od; end dhe Sennen se only 
therefore goals} 


The Court will not ait-eguid wnt.t Michselmes, tern, 


Sanne 


INSOLVENT. DEBTORS COURT —dig-l. |» 
Se ed ving revues refed du in, tly | 


Court, was, this Mr. Commissiéner ; 
pon his. cee rr i and the, 
SS sama 





hg My that bach ci age 


iting Sl Cat others, the evidence, of identity “ 


j, soner be singled out from oe bat ot 


yes Snes 
 nanenie j, from it, and in future no constable so acting w f 


January, 1 Ie atte ct i ce meee be ro | i 
r ta 
deat of aetng a ei wea 


4 ie gaedooe vcoraplainnd that, the registrar’ ie) 


-| Sette 


i: Pa Ih a. Geianesk, we show prosecutor si nal 
to. a. mistak, tn pth he ey cand he it co 





wag Qware/t 


his. expenses, 
ag gn 5 a 
( 4! - 
Péter’ Ward, a chietiivt ht ES mae Bi 
committed before the judge of the county court ta way 
on the 19th of April, 1859)... 4 } shat ay 
The. prisoner’ had been for some: pears acqrminted. with the 
promaie pomoulat, Mr. James. Foottit, an sttomneyiin this tows who 
business bgt me at different times, end far whiah- 


ath om anuary, 1857, we sum, of, 
peed hp ~ shies i Ae a Der 









he’ proposed to pay'a sum of £7' Nido ca 
I OU for £7, and. to senda stn of £5 bp the. pas 
from Sheffield to make up the sum of 419; if Pattie: ipoal 
accept it in, full diadhange of hit debt. ‘To thése-termé{Koottit 
assented... The £7: wes paid), down, and she I O. Ui. .give 
i was, drawn, 0 anche oc hora 8 
See ae ie the Insolven Wa. NGO. W 
‘made for vesting all his estate and rece official assig: 
Mr. 'B. ‘Frear, the egal Oe on bu ; 
schedule contained an entry of ‘oe I OU 7 ‘given’ Gn the 
6thiof Jandary!’ On tie 19th oF | Apef,: Yee ‘hay a ‘upon 
this 1.0 U was eoniiedncdéd iti’ the’ Derby County Cours at the 
suit of Mr. F rear, as official assigtee; against the: hen ges 
at. thé conclusion of.theiplaintifi’s case, wasisworu: mes 
his own behalf, and stated that on the 6th of Japua 
|to Foovtis £7 in cash, and gaye the 10 Ui 


feet jy and that after several hours ip ah ; 
e pai ‘E12 nore in eash, sey 419 jn fi , 


-the poorly. and that Mr, Foottit jo 9turE bum 
but after receiving tha £12 he had Det Or This 
that no application for thie’ £7 had’ been ‘made to litt wards, 
either by the prosectitor or tis wife.’ Tid folgeDoreatetlnede 
ahorder® for ent of pastas qgsde vg nee hs Owe day 


‘after ithe triabin the county: his 
papers, found some ktters that tek bad ava bere 


mt he 













and. the, prisoner; in, the :months pf January ond April , 
From, :thesq letters it altho pom a hl 
did hot, se eh as Sh hr 2 bof 
anuary, aflegi ng hat 1 econld not, ypon Ww + it. wrote 
tating his wen, eed. ia money, ing that 
a ta ee the one, in th 
Whiete” iis Wetter Was lo, the 
iy Mes! Raye e 2 ‘ at a9 

4 getont 
marc pcnpechepaen cay 3 

mest 

ae. daa) ‘Be destbialinoiar sbapeian 

bot open thet a. U, re sede 


Beh. 


‘ee See ees ne 


the! } We would be 
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This was an actjon, for . “tinptisoitienit.® t 
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were under £20, this- . engl etc however 
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attorney 2 Aer tle 
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the Master of {tracer e 

not consented to, the plaintiff 

verdict of a jury, pA wrvee ein for. £8, in 
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Notes on Recent Mevisions' in Chancery. 
(By Martin Ware, Esq,, Barrister-at-Lew.) 


Psy 6, are . 
Practice—CLosine Eyipence—-Crogs EXAMINATION. 
Dowson, ¥.. Solomon, 7 W.R., V»C. Kay 577. i 

oun ‘system int ‘by the Chancery Improve aes. 

giving evidence, b, v javit,.and cross-examining who 
have ven évidenée by affidavit, has EAs rise to a question 
as to the time of closing the evidence if the cause, and setting 
it down for hearing. Under the). old.pragtice a time was fixed 
for passing publication, and no distinction was made between 
f and Recipe ernest athdse ein 
both being the same But te Iabrost een of vi ee 
rendéred “3 farther time pai for cross-ex! vit 
witriesses, Which was not for evidence taken » the 
examiner. This 'gime, ‘in } eiitaery cases, is one month. ree 
the difficulty here that ‘by ‘the’ new eee, 
pens to yoy judgment must be issued within a mont riko 


by evidence; andthe question was, whether 
by of the ‘evidence ‘was “meant “the closing of 
in’ chief,;sor the expi 1 of the extra 


eee omen a aa ae 


é ubpensa’ to hear j spp aouid be ge 

ig of thie e 3 chief; and as 

; ie tye @ month e of the 

peop ha A En eget. | and 
 erogs-¢xamination of the affidavit frame has snd ‘An 

wh¢re the Court has sexti fit to 

examination without enlarging the time a 

‘prattive has been not.to postpone setting down the 

t wees ie ‘book as not ‘to come on 
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sing fe tie on evi- 


Ze ea 7 W. R181), whoas 
ocdasion 4ppear to ng) Ea 
intended. .(See 
Tausrex—Ixvesrunnt—RAtLwat MonToaces. 
Mortimite » ¥. Mortimore, 7 W. R. 601 (Pull Court of Appeal). 


This is a case of cose okey for the guidance of . 


A testator 


* Moegus Ohencety Act” 41. ; 
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ena turnpike a and althi 
the trustees found the mone 
appears still eb "sad tea 


= would: be held re se rd hee he hay in 

-as: turnpike. bonds. ar rail 
bentures. However, there, ean. be no = rae 
Hy ee in doing so. (See “ Hill on Trustees,” 


InFANCY—MISREPRESENTATION A8 TO AGE. — sonst 
| Nelaon. ws Stocker, 7 Wi R., L. dx, 603, ibapmia 281 
It is well established ‘that; ‘if aii’ infant gos tnt the Worta °° 
and deals as if he were of age, he is committing a Maret 
may be relieved ‘agaiust'in'# court of equity; ‘bat tn 
shown that he actual made a false np wre Be 1 Dy 
subject of is age, “bot suflcdent Oat he should 


remained silent, and let people sup: poe Ot 
The law on that subject was aby ic hy Rai x8 
L.J., when Viee-Chaneellor, -in Stikeman bana 
& §. 90). are ace 
there must also be evidence that the ‘persons con 
the inne were staally desaieod spol the subject” et 
was one in Wisiod a ¢ youn meee not mariage 
age, executed a settlement on hi 
several years his senior.’ There ves no | re toate rt 
sol a the ledy’s solicitor that he was of age; but 
ustices considered, not only that there was no- evidende 
the lady was deceived by his representation, but, on the hs a 


trey, Chak there there wee every Lat pt ility "ie Car was well a 


relieved him 
oo by is i eo settle py iy wed 


etahent@asn i dhivors 





Motes’ on Recent eases at Common tn 
(by Migr he rr oprenehy vomn Ba Borriste-at Law, Eaine gf": 
veeh Precsion! Sendo) 


Caranat Law—Pawxprogen’s Ticker, aig OF. ; 
4 Lo (lhe ott 
Reg. vs Morrison? W. Bi, C, CR, 564, 0% 
Tid this case, which was stated for the opinién of ° 
by Aart B., the’ question ‘was, ‘whether » 
ticket it: the usual form is the subject of 
how it oughit to to be devéribed {f'the indictment. 
to the first’ of these rept bes Court’ held 
instrament is 4“ ey of 
reaming of7 80 Geo, 4, or 8. 4, W 
theres elon of Geo shuns uabere ond inthe 
ble inthe same’ manner; us if the stealing ‘hy 
the like value with the’ yw 1 
ii the value of the ’ 
bape 
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(iy aa went ay Begialation. io 2 
HOUSE OF LoKDd “""*" 
Friday, July 29. 
Aoi Wi feowinanty Covkd, (iode-orroaad 
TRIAL BY Yar’ (Stornaxp) Act “Ameniwent ree 
°°! Count or Prosate (Acquitrrion of Stray’. 28? 
Binge Jusridp Mippiespex (Aasinare Jono Ba og 
pogtesn? dads nea on pretties tice — hed ou aeee cory tana i 
“09 \Sablheon \. Foster, Pw Ke, ne bay | hig em i oi os 
Of this case, when judgment therein h Logp CHANCELLOR mo MOE 5 
Bench, in wih cake & poe po oe oe tory 
already vi #emombered that the 
point, whigh arose for discussion, was: the jeffeet of the bank: | fl Conrt,,at all times appointed ae 
ee Han com 1Beemiooa Se hie cormmating snicide, and. }. ent was agreed. ta Hageoq | 
ae ae vs: Fae ost in ote 12) pte ty It : The Lorn CHaNcELioR moved the cain of he we d 
4 oe it, pales mading | p enaentene Se coast Sie Depsenep let tr ip Sore 
ye to 1 ii? 
"bool Jada. 000 me ly third | "Cont Kenosbows exon 
io sce. niga ya fia jaw: . 
a our golonies, whatever their religion might he—Mahemedamg,. 
, Hindoos, or Parsses—without, the slightest regard to ther oma a 
) lawson the Aahueet notte ie dbaker 
‘| | After a few. words from Lord, Repaspa.e, 
The pemecselp he jcadow 
WO sik the ver of lone te meee oe Coe ma 
ie, | Wi ylew . Oo} to: sit 
Sse das t ns of nie ppd ty 
L The Len .¢ gale Paso the ample * 
| which this. matter had py eee : : 
noble Lord would not, press, Sa 
Lord CranwortH thought it. would pari i ti = 
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Attonners anp Soxicrrors Bin. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


SerrLep Estates Act (1856) AMENDMENT BI. 

Mr. Wurresipe, in moving the second reading, explained 
that the Bill was to repeal a clause introduced ‘into an Act at 
the fequest of the metropolitan members, to prevent Sir T. M. 

being eter heard in a court of justice. Sir T. Wilson 

had no more intention to enclose Hampstead-heath than to en- 
close the moon. He was prevented by law from doing so, and 
the fact was that this indefensible clause was introduced because 
persons owning house property in the neighbourhood, under the 
oe rag to advocating popular rights, wished to prevent other 

being built within sight of their own. All he could say 
ee anaes cnn Soe en we Sy 
served he would advise gentlemen to live as far as possible 
the power of the members. 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL said that Sir T. Wilson was pre- 
cluded by the will of his predecessor from building on Hamp- 
stead-heath. He had a to Parliment for powers, and 
that es been refused. He could apply again to 
Parliament, but Parliament thought it unseemly that by applica- 
tion to the Court of Chancery Sir T. Wilson should be enabled 
to reverse a decision which had been arrived at after mature 
deliberation, 


Ona the motion of Sir M. Peto the debate on the Bill was 
adjourned. 
Wednesday, Aug, 3. 
Law or PROPERTY AND + emer RELIEF AMENDMENT 
ILL. 


This Bill passed through committee. 
Thursday, Aug. 4. 
Propate anp Lerreas or ADMINISTRATION (IRELAND) 
Bu. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Divorce Court Bit. 


‘The AttonNex-GEnerat said, that the 4th clause of the 
Bill, which extended its operation to Ireland, did not form part 
of the measure in its original shape, and had been introduced 
into it at the suggestion and with the almost unanimous con- 
currence of the noble Lords who represented that country in 
the other bratich of the The next clause gave the 
ee See Ss ee eee eee 
in which public decency seemed to him to render the 
adoption of such a course expedient, while there was a subse- 


uent ision so extending the power of the Court, as to 
Sahepth cnmspeteeit 


q 

to interfere for the protection of the chil- 
dren of persons seeking for a dissolution of marriage, as well 
before as after the decree for such dissolution was pronounced. 
The remaining clause of the Bill had for its object the pro- 
viding of still greater safeguards against collusion than at pre- 
sent existed. 

Mr, Hexsessy moved that the Bill be read a second time 
that day three months. 

Colonel Dunne seconded the amendment, earning 
Bill was to the feelings of all clasts in Ireland 

Mr. Marixs ticipated that great public evils would 
aie om pusng the Act cotati the Court and experince 

When they saw, day after day, that 
weer dived ait than they were solem 
however, be exceetngy wrong ofthe os in} 

er, g of the House, u ess 
were prepared to repeal the the Ket, 6 put any obstacle in the 
of passing the clauses of this Bill, Taersasttg tie number 
of ges who might si inthe fall Court 
yp hed on Esmonp, 

ABDWELL repeated that he was willing to give an 
assurance that the Government would ot ‘whivoonss the tlalise 
in cominittee for extending the Bill to Ireland. 

Mr. Wurresipe ed to his hon. friend not to divide the 
House but blamed Government for bringing forward the 
Bill in ite present . If the ee eee 

there w have been no 


It w 


TH 


appeared, 
Mr, Hexxxssy said, he must divide. 
The House then divided; the numbers were,— 
For the second reading _ ... 


Against it .. 
Majority for second reading ... 


The Bill was then read « second time. 


118 
—105 








Serruep Estates, Aor (1856) : { 
The edjourned debate on the second reading 0 fag was 
resumed b 
__ Mr. hike, who moved that the Bill should be read a secon 
time that day three months. 
bie Wuirtesine was willing to consent to the aun et 
any clause which might: be. proposed to amherst Sir T 
Wilson interfering with Hepnsiee Heath... ..-, 
Lord Fermoy opposed the Bill upon the sony, 
an attempt to do by a side wind what the. House ¢ ) 
four times, and that House three times, refused to allow, 
effect of the introduction of such a clause as that f 
the right hon. gentleman would only be to undo Ty 
done by the previous part of the Bill. aan titania 
The House divided. The BRAT mers a cal nist 
rading att) “SB inant 





For the second : 
Against ean 6 
ority against the Bill’... i ad 

The Bitt was th via as "i 


ore lost. 
ELECTION PETITIONS. ‘; 

The following petitions are referred to select committees :— 
Beverley, Huddersfield, Kingston-upon-Hull, and . Pres on 

Select committees have reported on the followi: 
ton: Mr. Astell confirmed in his seat. Aylesbury: "Mr, 
Bernard and Mr. S, G. Smith seated, and Mr, Wentworth tu, 
seated. Bury: Right Hon. F’. Peel confirmed in his seat, Chel 
tenham. Colonel Berkeley confirmed in his seat. D rtmouth, 
Mr. Schenley unseated. Gloucester: Mr. Price aoe Mr, Mon 
unseated. Limerick City: Major Gavin confirm his 96 
Maidstone: Mr, Buxton and Mr. Lee confirmed, at he “Beat: 
North Leicestershire: Lord John Manners and ne Harte 
confirmed in their seats. Norwich: Lord B dM 
Schneider unseated. Wakefield: Mr. W. H. Leatham ‘unse 

Select committees not as yet y coarrey for the following: 
Weymouth and Melcombe Regis, Carlisle, Roscom- 
mon, Great Yarmouth, Newry, King’s County, C Dene 
Carlow, Dundalk, Clare, Lyme Regis, Pecan hi Jone, 
and Norwich. samt & 

Election petitions withdrawn:—Athlone 
Tweed, Bodmin, Bridgewater, Frome, West Kent, ae 
ster, lagsten-Gnon, all. Merionethsire, Pontefract, Sand 
New Windsor, and Great Yarmouth. 

Com a 


NEW WRITS, daa 
New writs have been issued for Dartmouth in the roonrof 
Mr. Schenley, unseated; for Taunton, in the room of\\Mr. la 
bouchere, who had accepted the of steward of the Chiltern 
; and also for Devon in the room of Sir Erskine 
Perry, who had accepted the office of one of the members of th 
council for India, _ 
the prown ont date ight Royal, Comatose Sa 1889 
to ns have 
under the Great , one from the office of the 
State, and two in matters relating to Scotland. _ 
is a list of the English Royal Commissions:-—}...For 
into w regulating the payment of 
criminal 
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tolls and tollbars within six miles of Charing-¢ross, \5.) 
| ingatcing tate tho. state af noynicigal ation is the’ nema 
ast. 6. To complete an inquiry in the terms recommended 
in the report of the select committee of the House of Commons 
on harbours of refi pi. ~~ uiring into the expediency. 
of bringing together the superior courts of jaw 
ood cole cok entities means of sites and 
erecting suitable buildings. 8. For inquiring into the civil, 
municipal, and laws now in force in the islandof 
mr the constitution of the tribunals y ian ithey-are 
inistered, the state of the prisons, and administration 
of tho pobiic checisiee tn sha:told.tolond} ant bc: qamaillan 
to inquire into the condition and rrp ayty: 
Ape ern Dee ee Singh i 


em ee repre net 


% yuvongeee 
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atories. The number actually accommodated was, gland, 
2,343, and in Scotland 878 boys and girls. Te 
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the ord Chanceéllor for thé amcndment:of ee ee 
padi a aly Doe oar parr hae wrens ang) al 
come) lew, thete:\eould ; not'-be: ‘better: opportunity» for th 
articled clerks to petition for an ceehanabarts eetneatet 
time allowed for the examination, by asking for the éxtension 
i oop eer dare 
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trae se taals ara 
wat koe es om nr! 
inthe ‘matter of \the trust; ' edatist!be considered x: hy. 
each ‘ofthe ! other eestui'que trusts;:so°as ito give a right: of 
action!Agaidst them; iorogliem upon their, shares of thé tras 
estate, ‘for the’ attorney's costs in relation to the ‘trust; Hally, 
pr “ho Hare}-577); and'the rule is the dame wherethe:trast 
not administered in.courts Worrall v. Harford (8) Ves.4), 
A Saha Gooletai aire eet gietihooway viehaet lia 
trustes) onthe | cofos:\¢estul’ que! trust, withont / 
authority ofthe trustee; | Crossley-v. Grovther. (Ha: 986); 
ig) athe 28 181.08 HME ; YI it 258 
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nd aad detdpped bp the rocrd 
not thelr wit? he’ case’ already cited) of Arnold'v.: The 
§c., of Poole, decided eee 
mare del: appointed under ow. vas ‘at- 
je foes im various ‘suits, could’ not recover 
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of Cheer (8 Shaw. 9664) PSkin 154): 
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way Of defence ‘on’ behalf of: arti 
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Foye acts ‘doninence x ‘suit: ts next friehil: of an 
sp @ Beay. 180). For’ Prastied at 
Giieston us th maton Vy oF aguinat hi dfs, bab Bohra 
Pract,(ed.'1856), 1166, 1;169. 
“Wage toto eulie speko iitiaatod:on ‘buhalt of itielite, ‘and it 
"| as found to bb inoat for their bonis vo prosesute the sebmnd 
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though the first was instion yet it: :was:: 
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¥. Bartholoinew (6 Béav. 143). | Lord: Langdale | 
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wid ixtnominated by the-adliciter, ans: nob» by thei rdlatives::of 
thet cinfant, cimiess: the - suit: ibe: clearly for. sthehchenefiti :of; the 
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estdtenin awas done, but 
otholé \of vlien :sapaxates astate; Bolden, v. Nichalay (3: Juss, 
884). Hiei awos.,vomiedia as tad? be 
-Daterahination, of Retainer. irchtts ‘authority to prosecute a sult 
nor npomamae a wert te yen hy and satisfied; 8 


<n Whitehead v. Lond Exel. 
= one ve cher — 


-9B)e: ee 
ancatborney. who, had) onge 
the conduct of \asuit,,had the 
) determine the relation een hin 
ah Viscount de Nothinghave (1 1 Sidi 
d.p were, of opinion that: he:-had 
the;power,,' A a nee ; The principle of this 
tule! wasy that. when.a client ’mploys An attorney to conduet.« 
ssay dah chien confinat tose i on: the suit, to its somina- 
tion ;> that iit, was against: the: ithe law, to-permit,the 
atfornky to reCover pro rata ; ; bocanse the services 
of the attorney might bécame of: no valne, upon his ebandon- 
mintrof'the suit: The,case of: Vian Sanda v, Browne (9 Bing. 
‘ey an important qualification into: the rule. It was 
there held: that:an attorney is,not compelled. to procded to the 
edd ofa suit; in'ordan to be.entitled {to bis costs, bey g upon 
reasonable chuse and native; the conduet of: the suitiand 
recover |his' Soata-for the'periad during, whieh he: wan qreple 
‘s Ini Hartisv! Osbourn (9:Bing’ 629), all the.leerned 
Whio: Ae¢ided that: case. iappeared; to, consider that, ) 
notice was sufficient to determine; thes eontraot » (“ In \ancient 
tinies;” said: Parke, B.,(“{it.was.considered as an entire contract, 
Seereactienss sentra ces 
ence increased: 98,0 ern | 
the male:has been varied, ind the atte yy is. at liberty to deter. 
mipethe contract on reasotiable in este the preceding 
casd#, however) as: well mae Whitehead ¥.\Loed (7 Exok, 
G92); did other, atithorities, it appears. that.reasonalile notice 
cam oyly' be After: teqsonable cause, as: for instance, the refusal 
of ‘the dlient)ite supply. his :attorney: with te fonds, 
Hog ngage re this: it is ,ext idoubeful 


woultt bei 
ui the sonata’ lent 
for! the costs. inburred. ite ‘wudh:, 
eee: 1350), .where, 
pete reredees te abandon cabs 


be re Everly igaet 
Doun.hd eat under thei weeeiuanana er Secwleg renga 


aoa 





4 gnd@oso in? Wadeworth: vw. Marshal Qcfii& Tx 
seitnoyheiaanie-cialnarann ‘attorney: is mot: entitled : 
Socmbantionqnéunseids angtetngny Seubeliieedle weet Gauls 

i has god reso, and mayer restr thy amount 
‘tt Nichols: ws ‘Walson-(k1sM. & ‘W. 107); Lord: Abinger, OB; 
wes of: opinion, that:-evét notice might not be necessary imevery 
caaéito determine, by the attorney, the relation of attomieysand 
client, #-becamse it is possible to contesive: cincumstances under 
which an attorney might be justified in abandoning proceeding: 
aby notice,” ‘Tanjeiguniat ob Rarkay Riise aoe ata 
also,eontains 4 dictum to'the same effect. 
htc i somewhat doubital whether, retaieer.fon:n defend 
ant in a suit is determined: by.judgment against him. IncLamos 
ratee ¥: Hlarrison (Styles, 496), Hole, 0.3, Wwae-of opkaion tint 
“it isnot so, for the suit is not determined; for the attorney, 
after the judgment, is, liable to-be called to say why there 
shodld not be execution against; the client, and he is trusted to 
defend his client as far as he can from execution;” and see 


the rifé;“that’ an’ attorney Rohe 
leaves" is’ for the benefit of the Oppdsite party he 
always kiiow On whomt'to serve 
prevents the” attorney from’ rere is date se 
ore ide? Romper, and 
SRG thorney 
Pe oral ‘Doctors’ Commons is dominus litis, 
pA lll yp Se preanp bbe snreey hytong thes: 
WED Aguilar (4 We R149); Fray v. Voules (7 W. R446) 
In Thatcher’ DP Aguilar, however, the Court’ of 
simi th Sistatiirs tee pats pee lh 
on the 's attorney to cause why 
ingy shdald’ not’ be- stayed, on' the ad that-they were con- 
tinued against ‘the client’s‘instractions, thongh ‘it’ that 
the’ defendanit’s attorney had recéived a letterfrom the plaintiff 
herself; statitig ‘that she “had instracted her attorney to with- 
ee adh ante naraedeicdadan eaaaids 
A ‘yetatner of at attorney dtan “annual Yen of 
paying éosts implies that the relation ‘shall nt fet fr oe 
year and thé‘ payment of’ the‘ salary does’ not depend upon’ the 
cireumstance whether the’ party ‘retaining the attorney’ ‘has 
‘services; Bminess “y. - mentee 


it 2 to nse ba a eB of peegren' 
} but dt “has been decided* that’ ‘the’ effect’ of ‘this‘order 

is to substitute the solicitér for the six cler rf to” 

the'solicitor’a tik ne Rete ead his’ € 

itt the cause oved by the Court! Wardy. 8 gan, 


309 
: me ti same case. font eae instituted an 


mstrtamtc 


suit, por echo not papi solicitor on the tecord* in’ the 
causes, was held to be entitled to appear for the plaintiffs, 


ome tad lang Becta tha pees tat “ait pitas 


of the busitiess are’ to” be equally between them, even 
though the attorneys have deliver Teed separate bills of costs in 
respect of certain parts of the business which they conducted 
separately} Robinson vi Anderson (7 De'G. M. &'G. 289). 

Sir J. Stuart, V.C.; has peinted out-an important distinction, 
which is to be observed in cases, where a person has been made 
open without, proper. authority; in.such sues the co- 

if he, wants to. have his name struck, out,. pees anes 

ipa reasonable after he knows thas it ee 
Sie ont the name of a co-plaintiff disturbs the: 
@ litigation.in 9 cause, and involves an, entire 
of, ety Anata to make. such.an 


solicitoz from liability, 

the question a whose apa tae wo be allowed 
aretainer ix an booming costs rightly. 

properly i len Ue Se 


obs B 
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" of the 
the: bill,.as between. solicitor and. client; Allen, v,,.Bone, A Beax, 
493); Wadex. Stanley(4 Jac. &W.. 674) Wilson, .y-; Wilson 
Gdu45Z)5: Athingon vi. Abbott (3. Deew. 251) mi wet aNinw 
oWhere.an attorney, bas {been ¢mploged. in & onan entoit 












po ener ay in his locuactiohapeaten which it ; 
tecthe- cause; of .his-formex client. to, communicate ; f 
Mapriott (2oG- $Me 188)»: 099. 

sodn attorney or soli¢iter cannot, give: up. his, client, and. act 
fous the. opposite party. in any suits between them, .C 
WiGiinion (19, Ves; 261). But. where: a :soligiter agted for-de. 
fepdants in an amigable suit to obsain the construction of a 
will, the Court: refused tourestrain him from ; acting in a spit by. 
sonse.of the defendants inthe former. euit. against others, .it 
appeating that, he had no, knowledge pan ced him, an 
wade: advantage over: his opponents; Robinson x. AM, lle (A 


363:)> 
veda: Griseell-x. ‘Peto-<9 Bing. 1), the Court of arn Pleas 
refused to nestrain: the defendant's, attorneys from acting in the 
had. obtained a knowledge 0 





Ht 











deposing that, in that suit, they acted also. for , the: ; 
Tindal, ©,.y however, there intimated that. a ease of the, sort 
might arise, sin, which the cirenmstances: might be 


judgment appears, to haye bean by, a statement, of 






the‘ attorneys, that they had obtained scarcely: more information 
in; the suit than| wonld have. been fupniahed,, bya il a ame 
bre ag ream 


In Ghalmondeley.x. “Clinton (49 Yeas 273), Lord, Eldon.raisea 
a. dans, whether solicitors in partnership can dissolve. aenin 
partnership as against a client, who, having, employed them 
Siabriesiel npas-the hessGsial thea. nite! anmetionse 
said bis Lerdship, “ia, the situation of: the. ¢lient,?... If- he. is 
a en ape ee pee sunteetall be omn- 
ploy sone, the other may, it is: said, ; looney 
caf diashorged frum all those obligations, whine h under- 


‘Where the bolder of a-billof exohange placed. it in.the handa 
183, 








commences proceedings without direct . personal. instructions, 
from his client, relying upon the representations of a thind 
party, he always: does :s0 at bis own xisk ;: 
Where itisthe duty of the attorney 10 see, and confer: with bis 


de 'nocete inde’ th setien oranl tebe commenced wi 
communication with, and:instrnetions, from, the, plaintiff. 
self: Zé there ave - several, .co-plaintitis, a, retainer, by, DG OF. 
mone: ia not a.snficignt. authority, to fileia bill forall ;,Akeod.w, 
Phillips 4 6 Beavi376); Pinner. ¥. Knights. ids,424)<, ; dni odkadh 
ve Bennett (2Sim. -Stus 78), Sit Jobo, Leach, V. Kop ordered 
the-eoliditor to pay. the coste where a bill was instrug-. 
tions furnished by the brother-in-law .of she plainti Without 
any: communication with the plaintiff himself, ult 
ARSaA ae tea gal rid df 


The Provinces. rerube 


HAD Equestrian Ji Bef Gt ab ats 1 and Me 
ve Hill s ed at an early hour on, 1 urs 
lly aly ) pr 










} deputy of his peer, Att. ge 





@s 
stmong te. induee the Court: to, interfere; and his, Lordship’s 
influenced 
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arged byithe-borongh anaiginy 
trates give general: satisfactions rem re ‘suis ant pmidmnde 
ment, that it was unadvisable-at present to make such an 
pe pee as pr, opt Tee: at nr pain 
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a few weeks, and wanted but a year of 
to his full retiring pension. The Freeman says:—" Hon. 
Patrick Plunket w oe ith son of Lord Plunkde° and ‘wa 
called to the boria. Ti term, 1824. While at the pad 
Crown prosecuter on’ he ‘LLeinscer’ circuit rot 


alge and when the lefifty’ of the Crown was sp 
Plunket, howey, 
mency, and was r 


an fey Sop saild be the, 8 , 
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oaptllalsh. ttope by picpoit | 
ce We doen Scotland. 
pn 


novi.) AE COURT OF, SESSION, EDINBURGH. 
‘Phe Court of Sebsion rose on the 20th July until November. 
After the Court rose,: there -were | jury trials, lasting until 3rd 
(Phe circuits. are, a8 usual, in the ead of September 
thd. beginsing of October, ; Dang. the session there. have 
hean:few cases of importance, and much fewer cases than. the 
overage number of~former years | have been, called, so that the 
profession: (except the few. who. have,ten, times as much work 
Seni oe test satay ican:do) complain of want of business, 


fh tls -~—__ 


Tue TosrRuony 'SravurstRaTion Casz.—The case of 
i-v. Joel has now been the. subject of four or five contra- 

ju in the Scottish Court of Session, having been 

t ony like a shuttlecock, from Outer House to Inner 

e, and , Lier naga In the first place, Lord Ordinary 

in ber last, found that, from imperfect designa- 

an, the sequestration was incompetently awarded, but the judg- 
1 mah, being. carried to the Second Division, was set aside, and 
eee was to be made up of the whole case. The 
next came before Lord Ordinary Kinloch, who found that 

in ‘elrcurpstances in which Gill was, an English bankrupt 
& flying visit to Scotland, and his whole estate and 


creditors being in and, he was not untitled to obtain 
pec in a Sotciah court; but the Second Division 


this judgment, holding that the late statute, whatever 

be its intentions, left them no alternative but to sustain 

of the Seottish Courts, The case, therefore, 

ck. to. the Outer House to exhaust the other questions 

ed, and was this time brought before Lord Ordinary 

rVisSW who last week issued an interlocutor, refusing the 

oo of Joel for the recall of Gill's sequestration, holding 

designation of the’ bankrupt ‘was not so defective as to 

portage ararey var the~ process, and, in reference to. the 

allegation’ of . sages that he: had been unable to find in 

thé present case facts sufficient to warrant him in holding that 

vfrand:-was committed by the bankrupt in applying for seques- 
tration:in Scotland. 

pilaae}t vei inh deteaen pm pe 


Review, 


By’ mers, ap, Batis Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
‘dn Eo vos London: Butterworths. 


name of Mr. Shelferd is as good a tee as any 
ean give for bps, intelligent, and laborious editor- 

7 the subject of a. k is of such a cha- 

as to these qualities in a high degree, and is 
aro vst and Wiely red ts ren anything like 
an ordinary review of it impossible, perhaps a reviewer need 
hardly do more than say what we have said of the editor of the 
work now before us. It may be expected, however, that we 
= a some attempt ‘td’ ’ te with what degree of 
Mr. Shelford has conclwdéd the onerous task of editing 

er -ktiown’ work. The extent of the tusk may be 
‘whert'the reader learns that the two valsmes contain 

1/680 piges, treating of « very great variety of subjects; in fact, 
1 to | give "tus an epitome of the whole law of convey- 
) day. ‘Here are & few, comparatively, of 


ato a at imany ‘other heads ‘there ‘are | 
(ifr in Y ents intended ‘for 


of necessity are have got to say, 
wa ne sitll wc oma iy bare 


grove, Ridgway 
such recent: date that he might 





not’so as to run the risk of misleading their readers pw ae | 
anything important. Tt will, therefore, not be ‘a subject 

wonder that it required no troublesome search on our parts 
to discover here and there omissions of reported cases which 
one’ would” ex to find in’ treatises’ devoted altogether 
to particular heads of law; or that we have sometimes found 
only a few lines devoted toa topic that might well’ demand 
more than as many pages. Thus, the law of voluntary settle- 
ments is disposed of in nine lines (p. 1364), while the ‘subject 
of cross remainders is despatched in three lines. It would; no 
doubt,‘be very pleasant and consoling to one who was’ com- 
mencing legal studies to be told that all he need know of cross 
remainders, for the purpose of drawing a marriage settlement, 
might be written in two sentences; but, unless-we are much 
mistaken, it would not’ be correct to say so;~and if our ‘young 
student believed that such was the fact, and acted y, 
there is every reason to fear he might some day be led ‘into 
grevious error. We are told(p. 1306) that “as cross remainders 
cannot be’ raised by implication upon the construction of ‘a 
deed, they must’ be limited’in express terms (Doe d. Cork v: 
C , 1 East, 229; Doe v. Worsley, id. 416).” Nothing \is 

id about Edwards v. Alliston (4 Russ. 78), where ‘Sir J. 
Leech, Master of the Rolls, made a most important application 
of this rule, in the case of accruing shares; nor of the more 
modern ease of Doe v. Birkhead (4 Exch. 110), in which the 
Court of Exchequer decided in direct opposition to Edwards 'v. 
Alliston:' “Indeed” said Pollock,;'C.B., delivering the ‘judg~ 
ment of the Court, “the case of Nevil v. Nevit (Brownl. 
152),° shows’ that the rule, when stated as a rule that 
cross Temainders cannot be raised in a deed by i 
is not stated’ in terms sufficiently extensive. They cannot be 
raised ‘even by express declaration of intention, and of course, 
therefore, not by implication, which means implied intention. 
It is essential that there should be apt words of limitatipn.” 
It is but common justice, however, to Mr, Shelford to add, that 
upon looking to the section on Remainders in Mr. J. W. Smith's 
“ Compendium of the Law of Real and Personal Property,” 1855, 
no notice is taken of this case of Doe v. Birkhead, 
Edwards v. Alliston is there cited and assumed to be good law. 

aan Cohen from the prefatery notes in the 

book before us, a great many similar instances of important’ 
subjects being thus disposed of in a manner somewhat. frag» 
mentary, and to the lawyer not very satisfactory. But we 
cannot forget that neither the learned author nor either of the 
successive learned editors had any alternative between the 
most cursory treatment of the points of law involved im or 
relating to the collection of precedents, and omitting such 
notes altogether... To have done anything like justice to the 
topics thus raised would . have required, at least, a dozen 
volumes of not less size than the two which we now have, We, 
therefore, take leave of this part of the work, with the remark 
that, although the notes eannot be relied upon as a complete 
and compendious guide to the whole body of the existing law of 
conveyancing; yet, with this caution, they may be found most 
useful to the student, and also to the practitioner, in putting 
them on inquiry many times in practice, when, without such 
timely intimation, they might be led into error by too close-an 
adherence to the mere letter of the Precedents. We may also 
add, that) Mr. Shelford has shown remarkable industry and 
faithfulness in noting up recent decisions ing, more imme- 
diately, to the practice of conveyancing. We shall content oar - 
selves with mentioning one or twoinstances. We find mention 
made'in « note on' the Dower Trustee, V.C. Stuart’s decision in 
Collard v, Roe (6 W. R. 348), a decision which was affirmed on 
appeal only a few weeks ago. We also notice that Mr. on 

cites -Mansergh v. Campbell, Hedges v. Harpur, Parr v::Love- 
v. Wharton, and many other cases, which are of 
a well be excused for omitting 

them. 

We now turn to a part-of the work of which we can speak 
with unqualified praise. The collection of Precedents contained 
in these two volumes are all that could be desired. They are 
particularly well adapted ; for. ‘solicitors, of a really 
practical character. They are free from the useless repetitions 
of common forms, that so much increase the bulk and 
of some collections which we could name, In addition to the 
ordinary assortment of purchase, mo , and other 
pss gh usually to, be found in such wor! &, they comprise a 

pty of other forms that will prove of the ntmost reed 
in every-day practice. Among these may be specified the 
ut nae: forms of affidavits, affirmations,-‘ahd 

number of ‘forms of powers'’of 

wore, oughta notes and dock warrants; notices inei-' 

dental to about ships, and dealings between landlord 
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and tenant, debtor and creditor, conpastoers in trade, and | 
and J 


r essée, 
bg es whoyare tired. of waiting for Mr. Sweet's. ‘vojames on 
Releases. and Settlements, can. hardly..do; better, .tham ‘accept 


what they will find here on those subjeots.:: Ifithe:notes on | 
points'of law relating to them, dre not as voluminoug,as. might | 
be desixed, or as-Mr, Sweet.will.. probably, produce, we: think it | 
highly probable,that the precedents :are,, forall, ondinary pur- | 


poses, as usefl.as those that willbe found in. the Jangepwpatived 
work of Mr. Sweet, whenever it sees the light, of day. 
(‘Begisiners will, be. thankful. fot the number. of reci- 
tals tole found..in: these. volumes, and. for, the convenient 
manner of their arrangement, which renders them parca 
easy of reference, Indeed, we.do not, know of any, colle 
conveyancing precedents that, would make. it, 80. p< 
tyro to put together a, presentable draft at a _ @xigency, or 
wee are more, handy in every respect, eygn for, the. Peprriegees 


are MP nd has proved himself in iy thie teak f. be not 
upworthy, of his, former ePR RON | hor .0 ites his th 
decessor in. the editorship. of “ Crabb Ri © OTR 
works onthe Real Property Statutes 0 c Wil 1 
Queen, on the Law concerning widely cs, an a i 
ruptcy, and Insolvency. Law, axe widely WH, appre- 
ciated throughout the PER they are, ae y, regarded 
as.admirable specimens of legal text, books, not, surpassed for 
usefulness by any.of their kind, . To all who ¢ familiar with 
them, it will be a sufficient PT riiamdatng of this, work that 
Mr. Shelford’s name appears on the title-page. there be any 
Who are‘not well acquainted with theni,'we venture’ to ‘reco; 
mend to such the work yow'before us as the most gen’ ally 
useful atid convenient colléction ‘of precedents in conveyancing, 
““nd of Contmercial forms for’otdinary use, which are to, be had 
in the English language. 


~~ 





Lat (Students? PHournal: 


LAW TECTURES—Mic#swiais Tag, 1859, 

The following Lectures will. be delivered: during the ensuing 
Educational Term, by Sheccomerel Ranier appointed ye: inne 
of, Court 

liswebwOOnettrurionaL Law AND Lagat Hrrony. 
The Redder will pursue the History’ of’ our’ Constitution “and of our, 


Jurisprudence, from the Accession of Henry tlie he Seventh. to ‘thie ‘Adceasion 
of. the House of: Brunswick. 

Booxs. ed s Commentaries, by: Kerr; ‘Hallam’s Cotetibations! 
History ; Rapin’s History of the Period; Statute Book of the Period ; State 
Trials; “aay ortega (A Amos):  Eoiempentary 1p ;. Millar's of the 

ton Uses, ‘&c. ; 
History of Convey Fa Fea "Batler’s iS tae. on Uses ‘and "Trusts, in hi 
edition of.“ Coke Littleton;” Lord Bacon’s Political ‘Tricts ;,Lotd Som 
Tras OM Grand Juries ; Lord Clarendon’s Life and, History. 
Eevrrr. 

‘The ‘Reader on Equity propdses'to deliver, during the ensting 
Educational Term, a course of Six Lesbtires t~ 

1. saa —_ Procedure in Spann ot. On Private e Jurisdictions 
under,the Feudal: System, and the Course ) establish 
England after the Norman Conqnest. 

2. On the Jurisdiction of the‘King’s Council. 


Authority of the; Chapceiiar, 
_ MK fics wide dhe Bs ny 


Tie Ootaiesh 
of iE Equitable abla, uri 
3. Onde etdte of ot Pieafiiige th the’ Coutt’ of Chancery. mhe ‘Fecent 
in the Procedure ef;the Court. 


A Onthe, Jaxisdigtion exereised,by.the Lord, Chancellor oven Infants. 

The Reader on Equity proposes to form two Private Classes! 
—+a Senior-and Junior, according to the amount of preliminary: 
knowledge «possessed by the Stadentes ; abing in ‘the’ Junior, 
Smith's Manual of Equity Jurisprudence as & text-book ;, 
and in the Senior, examining fhe pringipal branches of Equit-| 
able Jurisdiction, witha fig nt) référence to Cases; and also, 
commencing the perusal of-Lerd Redesdale’s Treatise on 
Equity Pleadings, i. niieon4 Tee ETLAae, 

op AW: OF: Brat PRopErry. (a * 

pt Pebator Ott the’ Law of Real Property’ Li te ay 
in the, ensuing .Educational Term. Course..of. 
Lectares on the following era, Ser ede ate ae ni 

1 ed at Royer abi the ‘Act thio sites 


: Na ar ek ih lit he | gg 


10 ont gait } 


vie hia PriyatpoOaqsesthee ender ‘odsitien! Gave! of ienll 


Pullic Eaten, eWil dao dodegvar he See aes Pee 


os aoa Lamy ug th weno 


a8 & text-book. te: od Tens * 


it examination 
of October next, and 


eal rn a 


ois J URIEPREDENGR, AND PER CTY LAW. ubaoXh 
<P. Readerpit: ‘Jurispradends proposes, in the course of the 
one Educational Term, to alleen Sie Public Leetured on :— 
Characteristics of Antone Lam, wna the Pieris Ue — 
a aearenereens hur. gost 
4 Private.‘ the! ita: 
isoush hibir te principal d ities rttients of Rom 
with the Law of Marriage. He will use as" 
Juris’ Romani’ mito 6 die* état of Mackeldey 
ning ‘with the” ‘Ort Jus Famifliare); and “6eensh 
Coiimientaries of Gaius? or thé Enstitttes of Tustin! 
of the Digest ‘will Also be read ot? stated days, Siald prictn 


sols guia 
OMMON LAWeijaniowxe, low oll. 
Ta Saar Som nay Six Publ oni ti caer 
ensuing ‘du erm, Si 
‘The: first, leetare will: ‘be::introductory: to: ‘the: andy naa 
law. agonti 
‘Lecbures! Ik, o ey ions ag Geovee ito: itp: -tol lovelies ake 
vo bed 1 woled edood ant ” 
History pelead dainalei* vido rsluoBisg odd 
i Rie Rights yan and ee available «: Camman Lay. dlseooid 
Ti, Lagal Principles, judicially applied. 3} guitare >. ob 
With bis’ Privette Class, the: ee ceereaaes 
trate the: leading principles of! our Common Law, 
the “ Reports,” 40: 's' Leading Cases Cia ele) 
Stephen’ =F and Bisckatonds Commonterioe. -boyslge ty 


‘etcidaateee BALL 1obu te A. 


PUBLIC EXAMINATIONS Montana anit 1658! 


The a Cond of Lg cation, have wed. tho 
lowing Bules for the, Phe ig ane ? mee Students, 5 
: The: attention & te: Students is. requested to the 

Of the Inns of Court veri 6 sii bohivorg, 
ro ati ihialioniietit ‘to Strideiits’ ‘to’ ‘propose 
examination, studentships shall be founded ed of 8 
annum each, to’ continue ‘for’ ‘2 petiod- of ‘three’ 
such studentship 'shall- be conferred onthe most disty 
student at each Tabet examination} and yet 
shall select and certify the names of three’ 
shall have passed the tiext be cian a the 4 ted Bie of of 
Court’ to’ which stich’ students belong, may,’ if ber 
with ‘any"terms, not exceeding tWo, Fer ih Ni ere 
“by such students previously to ‘thieir’ being \vall "bat. 
Provided that the exaniiners ‘shall’ not "i lia Fo 
gratit ‘any’ studentship ‘or’ ‘certificate, untess “lal 
ion that’ the’ examination: of” the students’ + 
Heeriistich ds entitles hem thereté!** (8° “eens snes Fig 
At ever¥ call’ to the bat those’ stairs who’ hp oF 
blic éxathination, and either obtained 


ile of honour, shall také*rank ‘fh ‘seniority over 


students shall cbr 
ni 
| Hacties o  o he Fa , 
“public examination, eh 3 
Rules for the Public Ezamination of Candiinaiion \uouaebh 
or Certificates, entitling Students to,be called to; the Bary 
An examination will be held in next Michaelmas: From 
tehith p-sindond bf a 08 Coeclnh, At opr nate See os 
becoming, e\ candidate f studentship, or  hondara: 
obtaining a carseat of fitness for belngionlianselie 
be admissible: ia aoead oAlT...g 
Each, student 5 to ‘subinit ian foe 
will, be required to enter his name | at ‘ 
the Inn "of Conrt, to which hie belongs; 01 ont 
‘the 22nd day of October next, atd/he wilh further, 
to state in writing. whether bis‘: object) in. offering: “4 
examination ig;to | ao a pt ) On, y+ 


sable » distinction, or whether he is 
a tT 


students who shall he called on eke the 
rm) Mee 


{a.08 pr toa :call to: the: bar» 
"The i will: nee.on Satur 
be continued on 


te ens erg Re 
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“Mesiey Prt: Bist October, at half-past nine, on 
Kaw; in , at half. 6, On th 
., so baiw of Real lititeie ; 


-, Tuesday Morning, the le November, at half-past nine, on 
estes and the Civil I Lay: in the Afternoon, at 

‘ art att el given to the students in- 
is ene upon el the foregoing subjects 


2 1 will be couducted in the same order, 
ing the same’! ge on’ the “same subjects, as those al- 
marked ‘out for the examination ap questions, 
except thet on Tuesday Afternoon there will be no oral exa- 


oral examination of each student will be conducted 
op ton the other students;.@nd the character of that ex- 
amination will vary according as the student is a candidate for 
shonours or a studentship,-o¢ desires: simply to obtain a cer- 


ig ation rinted questions will be founded 
om: below raid Sean being had, however, to 
t i object | with a view to “to which the student presents 
- ining the q sed 
: e qgnestion icheblini a student has pass 
in ouch ‘a mapnge as tq entitle him to be called 
“bar, the examiners will: principally have to the 
wn) kuonledye of law and jurisprudence which he has 
y' 
A student may present himself at any number of examina- 
aantil he shall have obtained a certificate. - 
vie student who shall obtain a certificate may present him- 
time for examination as a candidate for the stu- 
only at one of the three examinations immediately 
Pas at which he shall have obtained such corsnests) 
<—o if any student. so presenting himself shall 
Bi d in obtaining the st studentship, his name shall not appear 


nts who ‘have more than eleyen s shall not 
oaetel wt studentshi: — 

Law and Legal History will 

the Ba sdk gv. subjects :— 

the candidates for honours, to be well gac- 

with th oe Early. History. of our Constitution and Laws, 

in the cha; yg on that subject in Hallam's History 

He will expect them also to be fally 


i bug ap 
~ aa the. chapters in Hallam's Constitutional History, 
give an account of the Reigns of Elizabeth, the Stuarts, 


Third, and Queen Anne. 
selves for to possess a competent 


examination 
= of the leading events of English History. He will 
ours to be well acquainted with the 


Ee Property ; the History of the Law 


He will expect all who 


‘ and the History of the Laws relating to the Press. 
ates Pj a AP ew seu ye 

the Reigns t tuart Kings; of Magna 

Chartarum; ‘of the: ’Petition of 

1 of vCash of the Act of Settlement; and of the 

Paice the. Reigns of Charles the Second and 


~ mae a on ‘Equity proposes to examine in the following 

ok ¥) —_ of Equity ; Smith's Manual Equity 

‘W lence ; ok aw ti View of the pat in ia 
1, 


- 
a. The Cases and Notes contained in the first volume of 
yee ep tebe ater: gag > the following Cases in 
bre aan ae A The Earl of Dartmouth; Sir 
‘albot v. The Earl of Shrewsbury; Chancey’s case; 
:Blandy v. Widmore; Wileocks e. Wileocks; and S. v. 
a Wel, ith th Honan te ne Mitford, on the Plead- 


i ean cians arses, chap. 1, sects. 
jain chap. 1, Ce oe anh sono. § we 
é Sa to -w gs ree pages); chap. 2 
Les: a first two pages); chap, 2, sect. 2, part 


of lia passed a satisfactory 

to re acquainted with the 
the above classes. 

honours will be examined in 





= on the Common Law, Uses, and Trusts. 
and, Purchases a Persons holding Fiduciary Offices ; 
° Siren s Taam os Purchasers, ys 1, 5, 
Thirteenth Edit Doe Vendors. and 1d Purchasers, © 
-y Third Bdition. - Cask aed Pinnelly 
4, carga Cadell v. Palmer, 1 
$72, and the Notes to ig Ae Case in Tudor’s Leading 
in Conveyancing, p- 321; Lewis on Perpetuities. 
5. The Law of Fiztures ; Amos*and’ Ferard on» Féctires, 
Second Edition. 
Candidates for honours will be examined m all the foregoing 
subjects; Candidates for a Certificate in those under heads 1,2, 
& 3. 


The Reader on Jurisprudence and the Civil Law proposes 

to examine Candidates for Honours in the following Books:— 

1. The Institutes of Justinian. Books 1 & 2.’ 

2, The General Part of Mackeldey’s Modern Civil Law ; pp. 
132 to 224 of the Latin Edition, called Systema Juris 
eae Hodie Usitati. 

. Phillimore’s iples and Mazims of Jurisprudence, 

* ieee (from the Maxim Domicilium re et’ facto gr prensa 
fertur to the Maxim Culpa est immiscere se ret ad se hom 
pertinenti). 

Candidates for a Pass Certificate will be examined in— 

1. The Institutes of Justinian, Books 1 & 2. 

2. Phillimore’s Principles ad Maxims of shal de 

. 162 to p. 200 (from the ‘Maxim Domicilium, 
axim Js naturd debet, &e.). 

The Reader on Common Law propases to examine in the 

beoks and subjects specified below :-— 

Candidates for a pass ceftificate will be examined as to— 

1. The Ordinary Practice and Course of Pleading ta ia an 
Action at Eaw. bik £. “OF Bor- 

2. Stephen's Commentaries : Introduction ; 
sanal Rights;” book ii., part ii. * Of Things Pe ersonal.” 

3. Smith's Lectures on Contracts (by Malcolm), omitting,lects. 
6 &.7 

4. ‘The Elements of Criminal Law, which may be read from 
Broom's Commentaries, iv. 

Candidates for the studentship or honours will be examined 
in the above books and subjects, and also as to— 

5. The Principles of Mercantile Law, so far as in 
Smith's Comp. Mere. Law, Sixth Edition hy! ): 
book i,, “Of Mercantile Persons,” book iii, “ Of Merean- 

tile Contracts.” 

6. The undermentioned leading cases, contained in Mr. Smith's 
first vol., with the notes 

Law of Contracts:—Collins ». Blantern; Lam 
Brathwait; Master v. Miller; Miller ¢. Race;  Mitebel 
1 Reynolda; Waugh v. Carver. 

Law of Torts Armory ». Delamorie; Ashby v. White; 
Chandelor v. Lopus; Seott v. Shepherd—Semayne’s 
Case; Six Carpenter’s Case. 

7 Taylor on Evidence, Third Edition : ; part i, “« Nature and 

Principles of i 


LECTURES AT THE E INCORPORATED LAW 
» SOCIETY. 
The Coungil of this society haye elected Mr. Frederick John 
Turner to deliver a Course of Lectures on Conveyancing; ped 
(eomge Wingman Hemming, on Equity and Rantmgeepy and 
a rick Meadows White, on Common Law and Merean- 
tile Law. 


The lectures will commence in next Michaelmas Term, and 
eet eet Che ot of ae yen eons ay Sree 


——_—~>—--- 


‘Court 1 Papers. 


Chancery Vacation Wotice. 
All persons applying during the Vacation to the Master of 
injunctions, or for writs of ne exeat regno, are to proceed in 


manner t— 
If A a ex parte, ¢ lotersiantias Gon cates Seas 
th the aindociie must be a 
sor o8 tg Helis, Oohalve’ dieratonts 
the Rolls will return the afdavite to the address stated 
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Sold for £125 
Freehold Frama (in hand), No. 21) Clarges-street, Piccadilly.—Sold for 


£560. 
Freehold Estate, Witiield) Housey near 
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& 10 ped .yled Messrs. Pracxery & Sons, spam f 
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By Messrs, Hixp Seen, 
Leasehold Dwelling Dwelling-house, No. 3, Langdale-street, Cantan-street-road,— 
Sold for £90. 


eR. No. 10, Charlotte-tow, Rotherhithe ; let at 5s, per week, 
Hgenenciion 20;t0 22, Lawer Queen-stieet, Rotherhithe. 
, Bumnby-erde, Lewisham, with two 


for £75. 
and Shop, No. 56, in 
sptiens and one Ae tiptoe 


6 eee a 
jae ae Appr Sat gr diy bd 15, & 16. t-place, Back- 
George’s-in-the-East Sold for £305. 


Toad, St. 
Messrs. Davis © Viergs. 


By 
Freehold Gremnt cont, of 298 cad, Ravers arising front Nos: 1 to 4, Kings- - 


‘ir sa verstook=hills 1 ‘held for 99 years from 
— wi apna “adds 


es No. 837, City-rdad; held for 24 years from. Midsummer, 
Tent, 12 guineas per annum ; let at £55 per annum, —Sold 


Residence, No. t Fitzroy-square ; term, 13 years 


let for the whole term at £56 per annum 

An Absolute Reversion ‘to £2,091: 8 : ieee Cent. Consolidated 

— Yeceivable on the death of a lady now aged 87 -years,—Sold 
FaResrorner, CLARK, 


Leasehold om Mrovecepocuagee ‘Temmken att t £35 
averle m; let a 
pombe ae ieee. <i 


rear = i ote Station, Lower Edmonton ; 
let at £42 Kaa annum.—Sold fo 
Three Cor. De te ar Edmonton ; let at £52: 10:0 
J ee Radgewick, between Horsham and Petworth, 
) ~honse, out-biilding, 4d 3144. ir. 12p.3 also 
and the Rectorial of the 
Plaistow-feld, Little Plaistow-field, and St. John 's-abiied. Sold for 
Fi old, “ Shorthoo’s Farm,” comprising farm-house und 70a. 2r. 29p.— 
Sold for £1,500. 


, 5 Mr. Petxé. 
— Houses, Nos. 13 & 14, Wel Bermond- 
sey; i, os. £36 : 8 : 0 per annum.— 


ries 26, Gelding-street ; Re as £03: 16 : 0 per annum.— 
Leasehold Nos, 7 to 9, Hanover-street, Neckinger-road, Bermond- 
sey ; let at £35 : 2: 0 per annum.—Sold for £150, 
Leasehold Houses, Nos. 13 to 17, Hanover-street, Bermondsey; tet at 
£42: 18: O per annum.—Sold jor’£350. 


By Mesgrs. Geren & (on the Premises). 
Freehold Houses and Premises, No. 9 & 10, High-street, 
hall-street, Canterbury ; estimated annaal value about 
—Sold fur £3,600. 


1 to 4, Gulld- 
per annum. 


London Gazettes. 
Commissioner to aduunister Oaths in Chancery. 


Fripar, Aug. 5, 1859, 
Raryen, Roseat Lez, Gent., Mirfield, Yorkshire. 


ae Partnership Dissotvev. 


TUESDAY, Aug. 2, 1859. 


s Bewriey, & Agiaes Eowand Faaxcts, Attorneys, 10 
yard; by Mutual consent 


Bankrupts. 
ToEspaY, Aug. 2, 1859, ; 
ADAMSON, Grouce Jonssrowe, Batider, Twickenliam. Com. Holroyd : 
14, at_11.30;. and, Sept. 20, at 2.30; BasingWali-st. Off. Ass.. 
Piwarte, Bol. Chidley, 10 st. Ne tg pg 

Lousse, , Portland Somerset- 
* org = Ath sm "Com. Fonblanque +: Aug. 15, at 12.305 gr Sept. 44, at 
Boe. $. & Hi. Brandon, 15 
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. OF: rn Lone: gr 
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eon foabeoe tac ket, Woane. 
ols. iy & Rale, 26 Milk-st. 


, Wrexham... Com. Perry; . Dw 
Of. Ass. Turner. ‘Sol. Cooper, 


Owner, 30 ade, ewcastle-upon-Tyne, and 
one Oo) hg Be: ‘Adz. 10, at 11,90 ; 


15, at 12; upon Mf. Ass. Yaker. Sols. 
Haan or Hill & Saniine ee, Mary Axe, aden. 


erate SERIE or aaerges ent | 
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mp Be ee 
AMOORE, Exuty Ronn; fat, is tleails, ito 
Hastings. Com. Fonblanque: Auge 17 17, at 12.30; and Sept. | 11.30,> 
Graham, Barto 


Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Sols. J. & S. Langham, 10 

EASTWOOD, Wiss wid Ballder, F Gen. 

I . " 1 
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> | ge RE ls he me 

=n Me 

By Uinion-st 
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Bsr. ra 
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MORGAN, 7% aa ibis, 
GS emuareen oan * 


stray 4 oo Cotton Doubler, pepe a = Agee 16. 
May Ades agg 
wad bat. Oy a aye, oi pean 


or 
| "ior Nog oe es ea z 
olro; iti J it 12; 
ania —— 1a at te ea 8 Pact 
= Bra as he nen 7 
ummer, 1859, af A ee SE of phe 3: @ earn , and 


July gg * 
. BANKRUPTCIES eae ee 

i. Torspar, Aug. 2, 1859, 

Brerrie, Tuomas tay Valsall. 18, 

TALLERMAN, HAmnis, otlifer, eatin: ‘Hily 2, 


erro 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause sen om Day Mg, 
Torsbar, Aug. 2, 1659, 
Acocx, eam, Builder, Winchcomb-st., Cheltenham. Atgy 24, PN a, ; 


Bristol... 
BRENTNALL, Watford alec Ct 
cape — pera w sy st. 


James, Jos, Seedsman, Cornwall. Au at 12; ore 
eran tes ws ca Ang Ta 25, wh 4 5 
“Mvrray, New-road, Rothe: ae 
emily Limehouse, Contrac' ractor, r 
Vietualler. Aug..23, at 4 Hy * 
ena a oe 
sua, Jamin Apathecity, 41 Grosvenor-st, West, Raton-sq: tig. 95, it 
=e Tuomas, Builder, Dovercourt. Aug, 25, a 113 — 
om Farivar, Aug, 5, 1859: ‘ de 


A 14s, Baker, Matiley Castle, Worcestershire. Sept. Lyaeits 


beu, AM, Tailor, Crowle, Lincolnshire. Aug. 31, at 185 Kingston: 
monan rath 





: ton, Liveryiool. Arg: 26,06 de: t 
Hiees, | a Ye Glass ane by ey per Shadwell wrth clit 


Mi... bees ug. 26, at 1; 
i. Seetpabore Aug. 29, at ly 


Palate “Aa ser vi nt, Southtown, otherwise Little 
eine Se ti eet Bedaee Leet a ti 
E) r . 
US soma’ Brobcr: Cust "Atay, 26, at 11.805 Li 33 

To be DELIVERED, unless gem be duly entered, 


Tougspay, Aug. 2, 1 
Aura, Rosert, Cabinet Maker, fice. “fily 23, 3rd class, after 
a suspension 


y 6 from 
hasnt, prmoend i vou, ikon, ia Tottenham -covrt- 
road (Arnold, Brothers} 


). JIuly 27; Ind 
Coun, James Onwoxp, Tage, Montague place Bri, Lat of Orchard- 
FRaMrton, Seoasen ta Dresser, 3 Lion Ciate-road, Litiport Hi. 


“ Jaly 2%, Ind class, 
Rosaax Ann, Lodging house Keope Keeper, 38° moran Mia 
. ‘qt 139 “Cannon-row,’ Westminster. duly 


Deen wmpoonte for. 12 months; 
Josern, CHARLES Ta sere 
Victualler, 74 & 75 


A san actnce Ei Sob, Laded 


High-sereet, Andover. “Iuly 0, Ist 





ScnorigLp a M4 & Thets Hoanie, Grease 
Rochdale and Keighley, Yorkshire (Schofield & 
Sours, 3 Vg Morag Dealer, mene a 2, ard dee 
Sy ie ped clack, Yaveeease vceneaded ant 
Hct ho S Hall Main, Great icsade bk 
Ws set gM at do ee, ppt te 
Ce A eer 


Bixee, sro a a “yaty ah 
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y Se; "tn Talkin bene, and class, subject to suspension 





July 23... Trstees, 
couse, Yorkshire. 
i Market-st., 


i 
LS Nap 


9. Trustees, J 4 
Merchant, emer » T. W. Baxter, 
3 and: -B; » Bag., 
y or Jackson, King- 
ston-upon- 

— eet nber @states tn Chancery. 
a : Peay ay AY 1850 iat ie 
“he month formerly of Clifton (who 
th oa eo cheat Lt of reed t Hewitt v. Ludlow, M.R. 
j Fun, kthautarie- st. (who died in or about the month of June, 
iANicholson | ind: ethers, infants, 'v.. Loch and Loch, ¥. C. Wood, 
Say (who died on June 29, 

Oct. 29. 

Bath (who died in or about tho month ot Deo 1857). 


V MLR, 2 Oct. 29 
, Sandwich (who: died.-in or about. the 
‘Marnott’ v. Southerden, V. ©; Kindersley. 


YEARSLEY, Joun; Esq; Grove’ Villa ee ee ee 
month of Tune, Aanede Fane ve geet M. R. _ Nov. 2 


ey Vers te about the month of Aug. 7 
Noy. 6, 

Ste Jamen's, and iate 

about month of 


ny Catt Fitsroycag, (rho ‘died. in) or 
= Sa #, Henderson & Hicks, V. C, 
Nowa | ' 

Fo wae Seger pened 


rs. aa Bae 
ooo Wester cn acter whe God bs br. bons the 


Knight, Esq., = of 


who died in or about the month th of Apel, 1858). 
ry M. Ri’ a 
; the: Cliffe,’ Lewes (who died nor about the preg 
-» 1855), ) Wood, Nowi.2 


3 Card, jun. ». Dunn, ViGs 
Je00B, otherwise Jonann = payee Kirehbrombeeds, 
a ate: ive about the, ene) of 
i Kohler & ne my “Stuart. Noy. Pa 
BN Micnaks Konner, otherwise M 
oy 4 an Duchy of Hease Darmnstedt 
another, 


1 a 
saan 8, 1800) . Knierim v. Schmauss & 


mg gy Seythour-sti;) Somers-town wr: ¢whe 
The 12, . 185 31). urphy, bye pans, % Clarice, Vic, 
& ftal holies WW £adbert iv beta 
Grand Duchy ot Howe Derm- 

» 1804). Fomoff v. Schmidtéan- 


Novi'F6. .¢ cut Feared 
ae a 





, PBindings-yp of Joint Stock Sosmatitte 
Tusspay, ‘Aug. 2, 1859. 
ve gah nas, ca a “0 rad 
Sawsaress ELL on WATERWORKS ComPany.— oder 
of €16 per share on pang ne to be to Nae , 
Penchurch-st, Aug. 22. V. C. W oe 
Fumay, Aug. 551850.) 
Loarep ix Banxgvrrcy. % 
Anauo-FRencu ponces ane Cos Company (Limited).—Petition for minding wp 


ia Weownns I 
Somnsion Salem Cosipanees (Limited).— Aug, 30, at 1; Bristol. Poet 


ee 
AMBESS LeaTuer Company (Limited).—Nov. 15, at 123. Basinghall-ak. 
"To sete the ist of Contibutores and do imabo- eal, par OU ype 
Scotch Sequestrations: 00. 
Tonspay, Aug: 2; 1859. 36 ents 
yo oe Writuam HeEsey; Merchant, 3 Gloucéster-pl., Edinburgh, 
6. And rew-sq., Edinburgh, decoased (Lawrie & Di a 
MN “ Dor Eo Cay 
EALE, Joun Dowaxp, ity, ae how 5): ‘at 33 heed 
Black’s-rooms, Edinburgh. . seq: July 28 
Faipay, Aug. 5, 1859. ' 
bs eye Joun,, Farmer, New Rretaieks near Ayr... Aug, 12, ab a; 
ing Ayr. . Aug. 
pap ge) Loshgilyhond. Aug. 4!, at 2.305 Argyil-liteh, 
Inverary. Seg. a 
gent ty me x, Lochgilphead. Aug. Myat2; Argyll-hotel, In- : 


verary. Seg. A 

Lacan, Honea, Cis. Architect, Ayr. Aug. 12,at ib, Kings-erme 
inn, 

*| aie koe sone, Weiter, Alloa. . Aug. 16, at 1; Royal. Oak-hotel, Alloa. 








TEETH. 
A; NEW DISCOVERY IN ARTIFICIAL TEETH, 
By and PALATES; composed of substances better snited, che- 
and mechanically, for securing a fit of the most unerring accurady, 
teeth can never be buta source of 
flexibility 


ployed i 
sound and useful, the workmanship is of the first order, the materials of 
the best quality, yet can be supplied at half the usual charges only by 4 


‘“Mubsns. GABRIED, the Onb-esraitisnty' SunGrON¢pENTIsts, | ~ 
33, LUDGATE-HILLy and i110, REGENT-STREET, 


particularly observe the srrobers—esrabhatied 1904 at Tivetboel 
134, Duke-street. Consulfation gratis. + 


“ Messrs. Gabrici’s improvements are truly important, and wn iaehs 
visit to their éstabiishments; we have Seen testinionialy Of The highest 
order relating thereto. ‘coe unday Times,” Sept, 6,1857. > 


Messrs. GABRIEL are the patentees and sole proprietors of their Patent 
White Enamel, which effectually restores front teeth. Avoid imitations, 
which are injurious. ? 





TEETH. : 
BY HER MAJESTY’S ROYAL LETTERS PATENT. 
EWLY-INVENTED APPLICATION of CHE- 


MICALLY PREPARED pemas ‘RUBBER in the construction 
Artificial Teeth, Gums, and Pala 


MR. EPHRAIM, MOSELY, SURGEON- PEN TIST, 
9, LOWER GROSVENOR-STRE 
Belang INVENTOR’ AND agar 

A new, original, and invaltable invention, eee ‘the ‘adaptation 
with the most absolute priction Y-PRE- 
PARED INDIA-RUBB imate a? ake gabe be Bond . 

The extraordinary results of this application may be briefly noted in @ 
few of, their most penne | features : Al sharp edges are avoided ne 
spring wires or fastenings are as 
suction is supplied ; a natural elasticity, hitherto Tho unattainable, and 
a fit, perfected with the most by gsiaa racy, are secured; while from 
the softness and flexibility of th t loyed, the greatest ~ 
given to the adjoining teeth When.loose. or rendered tender by the 
tion of the gums. . The. acids, of the mouth exert no agency on the c 
migally-prepared India-rubber, and, as it is. a non-conguetor, fluids of any 
temperature may be retained in the mouth, all Snen of = 
taste being of thasame tiem wholly paaniied agaisiet by the pec 2 
of its preparation, ; 

Teeth filled with Gold ‘and Mr. EPHRAIM MOSELY'S white ‘India 
rubber, the only stopping that will not dis¢olour the front teeth.ic coat 


te Lower Grosvenoratreet, London ; 14, Guy-street, Bath ; al 
“square, Neweastle-on- Pe 





Houcuars OINTMENT. AND PULLS. neal 
RHEUMATISM AND GOUT.—No diseases affecting 
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THE NEW MORNING DRAUGHT. 
OOPER’S SELTZER POWDERS make a most 









2s. 6d. boxes, by HOOPER, , Chemist, London-bridge; also b ; SANGER, 
150, Oxford-street; and, on order, by all Druggists through o lenin 
wholesale houses. 








OR FAMILY ARMS, send Name and County to 

the Heraldic Office. Sketch, 2s. 6d.; in colour, 5s. Monumental 

Brame, Official Seals, Dies, Share, and iecne Plates, in "“Mediseval and 
Modern Styles. 


ERALDIC ENGRAVING. —Crest on Seal, or 
PR 2 8s.; on Die, 7s,; Arms, Crest, and Motto, on Seal or Book 


OLID GOLD, 18 Carat, Hall gomket, Sond, Sard, 
Sardon: Bloodstone Ring, Engraved Crest, 
Deak Seals, Mordan’s Penil-cases, ke. verse = ey amen 
T. Moring, Engraver and Heraldic Artist (who hasreceived the Gold 
Medal for Engraving), 44, High Holborn, London, W.C. 





EX VELOPES, WITH DIES.—Your Name and 
Address elegantly embossed in Colours, or your Crest tastefully 
stamped, 2,000 for 18s., good paper and best workmanship. 
Send Post Office Order to JOSEPH OCR ites Oeste. 8, 
Old Jewry, E.C., two doors from Cheapside. No charge for the die. 
HE BEST ARE ALWAYS CHEAPEST. — 
Renee ent meeret. and Fifty Enamel Cards, for 2s. 6d. ; 
Write to Mr. J. LOCK, City Heraldic Office, No. 2, Old Jewry, E.C. 
Enclose Stamps, and you will receive Fifty Copper-plate Visiting Cards 
within three days. 
Pe CORRECT FAMILY ARMS,: CREST, or 
PEDIGREE, send. Name and County, and 7s. 6d., to J. LOCK, Cit wi 
Office, No. Be GA sewrs, BG, enya pag a op aby 
eared Wet deawies your Arms and Crest in Heraldic Colours, 
ee ice Seal, Ring, or Family Plate. On ye Prana ae 





HE SCOTCH TWEED and ANGOLA SUITS 
at 47s., 50s., 55s., 60s., and 63s,, made to order from materials al 
wool and thorough! y shrunk, 2 by B. BENJAMIN, Fe et ronny 


Tailor, ge tg eens are betier value than can be procured at any 
other house, in the kingdom. The Two-Guinea Dress and Frock Coats, 
Dress Trousers, and the Half-Guinea Waistcoat. N.B. A per 


born oe amg 


RUPTURES—BY ROYAL LETTERS PATENT. 
HITE’S MOC-MAIN LEVER TRUSS is 
it 





worn round the body, while the requisite resisting power is supplied by 
MOC-MAIN PAD and PATENT LEVER, fitting with so much ease 
closeness that it cannot be detected, and may be worn during sleep. 
descriptive circular may be had; and the Truss (which cannot fail to 
farwarded by poston te circumference ofthe body, two inches below th 
hips, being sent to the Manufacturer, 

Mr. JOHN WHITE, 228," PICCADILLY, LONDON. 


Double 
;, an Umbilical Truss, 42s, and 52s. 64. , Is. 10d 
Orders to be made payable to JOHN ITE, Post-office 
Piccadilly. 


LASTIC STOCKINGS, KNEE-CAPS, &c., for 
VARI WELLIN 


each » 6d. 
JOHN E, ‘ACTURER, 228, PICCADILLY, LONDON. 


INE NO LONGER. AN EXPEN- 
SIVE LUXURY. 
WELLER & HUGHES'S 

SOUTH AFRICAN. WINES, .. CLASSIFIED a3. PORT 

SHERRY, MADEIRA, &c., 20s. per doz. 

Pint Samples of either for 12 Stamps. 

SOUTH AFRICAN AMONTILLADO, 24s. per dozen 

COLONIAL BRANDY, Pale or Brown, 
15s. per Gallon. 





cot tom M Angust 10, 1858. 
“The fla eles Wdataas Co. Phil ni see vend 
yy desired the ordinary 
foreign Wines.” —V; Nae Morating Pest. 9, Oise. 
find wise pure and unadulterated.”—Henry Letheby, M,B, 
Terms—Cash or Reference 


and HUG! 
dead “eke and od Reta Dealers, 27, Crutched- 











(AUARDIAN FIRE AND LIFE ASSURANCE 
COMPANY, No. 11, Lombard Street, London, E.C. 







Henny Huuse B 







Francis Hart Dyke, Esq. 
Sir W..M. T. Farquhar, Bt., M.P. —, 
Thomson Hankey Hea. MP at 

, Esq., M.P. orman, 
John , Esq. Henry R. Reynolds Bag. 
John G. Hi , Esq., M.P. Sir Godfrey J. Thomas, 
John Labouchere, Esq. John Thornton, Esq. 
John Loch, Esq James Tulloch, Esq. 





Lewis Loya AUDITORS. 
John Hot , Esq. | Comnclin Papin Jun., at 


Thomas Tallemach; Esq., Secretary. Gammel Brows, Kaq., Actmary, : 


LIFE DEPARTMENT.—Under the provisions of an Act of Parliament, 
jE now ar to futur Inurers EIGHTY PER CENT. oft 
Seenaiarne UINQUENNIAL DIVISION, OR A LOW RATE OF 

out partiipation of of Profits. 

"gus dodinhens ees cate declared in June, 1860, when all Par- 
16 wil be alowed tocaren eis 
1859, be allowed to share in the Profits. 











At the Five Divisions of Profits made by this the total 
Reversionary Bonuses added to the Policies have exceeded £9 3,000. 
At the last valuation, at Ch 1854, the Assurances in ‘force 
amounted to upwards of £4,240,000, the income from the Life Branch, in 
1854, was more than £200,000, Pee 

of the Guarantee Capital), exceeded £1,700,000. 

FOREIGN RISKS.—The Extra Premiums required for the East and 
West Indies, the British Colonies, and the northern of the United 
States of Am ve ly red: 







INVALID LIVES.—Persons who are not in such sound health as would 
enable them to insure their lives at the Tabular Premiums, may have their 
Lives insured at Extra Premiums. 

nee granted on Life Policies to the extent of their values, provided 

such Policies shall have been effected a sufficient time to have attained in’ 
each case a value not under £50. 
err OF POLICIES.— Written notices of, received and regis, 


MEDICAL FEES paid by the Company, and no charge will be made for 
Policy Stamps. 








Free DerarTment.—Insurances are effected every description of 
property at moderate rates. ae 


Losses caused by explosion of Gas are admitted by this Company. 













ICTORIA AND LEGAL AND COMMERCIAL 


LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY, 18, William-street, 
The business of the Company embraces every of risk 
with Life Assurance. Credit allowed of ‘ one- of the \ 


death, or half the Premiums for five years, on Policies taken out 
whole of life. Residence in most of the Colonies allowed 
of any extra Premium, and the rates for the East and West 
favourable for Assurers. Endowment Assurances are 
payable at 60, 65, or any other age, py Prndvarwegervmroghe ony 
ously, Four-fifths or per cent. of the entire Profits are 
Assurers on the Profit Scale 
advances tu eoumeation idk Lit Assen cs! wi dk Qisuiiiilll 
terms, either on real or personal security. 
WILLIAM RATRAY, Actuary. 































gh GENERAL ee and IN- 


Established 1836. FerGier exipowered Seat mat a 
14 & 15 Vict. c. 130. Capital 5 ® 
The business of this Com: 


















and police of asurance upon ives, be chained from the Sere, 
ma: 
to whom all communications should be adbirennsl: 


WILLIAM BARWICK HODGE, Actuary and Secretary. 














REVERSIONS AND ANNUITIES, 


L*Y REVEREIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
CERY LANE, LONDON. 


Se 
Reversions Interests purchased. and Deferred 








wl tuses and Forms of Proposal, and all further information, mAY 
c. B. CLABOM, Gearetery. 













Precmnct 8 onan INQUIRY and tabcheemer = 
CHURCH-COURT, OLEMENT'S-LANE, LOMBARD- 
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made, .payable, to, WILLIAM, DRAPER, 59, 


10 Carey-sireet,. Liacplsions, at ‘the BRasue Monrr-onvEx 
Orrice, rr #,W.0: : 








Faw sonsorrons JOURNAL. 
poKuos: sous ‘AUGUST 13, 1889: 


irs in arr aus 


at 7 . GURREN® TOPICS. 
¥ aya 106 tiem ‘the. session. will be . 
sails ey ed oe bg will terminate with a! 
singular barre 


‘we come ‘to’ corr- 
book” ‘with ‘the 


Dinow'e i Imad hates 


Pac niin a ‘hela out last Feb- 
pow aah aerek admitted on. 
believ “fs 
cas slike * rat tod epkas 
et tht able ea uedsure 
it comies into 


cy af paren 
poe ad y pays dear for the onflict. 

‘ are bey ee 100 4 % scettatr 
eae he Tune: ¢ a es a most nce 
roceeded ait ae 
ang et Eats . 

he ene of “another; by ettabli 

ior tribunal, in. ligel teh Sota vy ee 
ity their: ju -bsethren what the law 


ny port Yo thetm’ The comity of canits 
n too in this-country, and here 
Aipe Berean ner direttion. 


which. we! 


aor 
i al ry Os, 
batvoqdtec eck 
: id whieh some. of 
SPIES elt do 

mioarine: bende rem, i ib JB Helv Pt Neg i 


jet fon Som ‘Blangetl ae ‘be: Poa in’ this week's | 
here is i vecgl dub that the commission for i in- | 


THe Woise of Lords has bees ae sitting every day of late | 
aC 1 ae grt ae of se = 
re been mn nthe | n 
softy ‘of then 
ok 


vig ‘poitits of law of 
Ri mumbers ¢ is 
particularly 


we may: 


cian ce well ob om the atentive 
‘the questions diseussed 


-percalates thro 





call the attention. of our rears, “tia. gh 


v. Richards and . 
emicae 
F importance hy the’ former 

has been decided—after a most elaborate a1 
the Court of Exchequer Chamber, ‘and 
Hotise of assisted? by the oakniga lat jd j 
that no action lies ih respect of the abstraction ‘or 
ception by a landowner of subterranean water .¥ 
his lang,even theygh such abste 
may: have the of sensibly diminishing a supphyjof - 
water on other land, as to which another 
have at ancient right. In) Dolphin ¥. Shan 9 he 
been: distinethy held’ by ‘the House of Lords” thdt @ 
Seotch Court cannot’ or a divorce to, English! parties 
who were matriéd: in d and resided: in Seotland 
only for the purpese; ae long enough to obtain a 
Seotch domicile aceording to ‘the: doctrine of 
law:. ‘Phe case will also be found valuable. fer, 
cussion which it contains by Lorde Gree “ete 
Ringdow fh, OF the effect of s judicial separation én fhe 
domicile of @ married woman. ry I ‘ 


as. > — 
The Attorneys’ aud Solicitors. Bill has: now = ree 


ws ebrmdlone-scati: 


PROFESSIONAL, EDUCATION. , 


through committee, and, in spite of the delay not 


reasonably: ocdasioned last night, this im 

will receive the Royal assent’ before. the Sessi 
‘The slight objections that have been raised: to-anye 
provisions have no reference tothe edticationali 
ments which it designs. to introduce; and both 
sedi! unaniinonusin the. opinion: ‘that ithe U 


of 


Law Society have done welt inthe newonpietney 


P 
ec profession, ‘there -ap tos ber Ra 
Gidiedenice fv plac et teis edb t, and’ a letters! 
‘*M. A.,” and published a little sim since by a 
contemporary; °jvins ise with’ The Solicitors’ Torna: 
as tothe ‘expediency of that) part! of the Bill wy; 
attaches # professional privilege to tho. holders. 
Oniird and Cambridge mniddie-class certificates. 
we regard-this provision as: extreinely:mportant, and-we 
should he sorry, if the views entertained by “+ M.A,” 
writes, owe are- bound>.to:.say,. temperately: as: as 
ably, were likely to be yenerally accepted by solicitors 
The portion of the Bill which tefers to what are com- 
ntévby ealled the Middle €lass Examinations: is pa 
sivé’ onky, aid. it will doubtless depend ‘tir ‘some: 
on the public opinion of the great-bedy. of'the:profes~ 
sion whether or not this. clause is activ ely. carried 
'It is well, theretore; toexannne the objections pa 
been, brought gt tit. 
It ia, e- letter we shave referred. toy 
exemption han 1 fa. years’ service i anti¢les : 
to university graduates, is based, not on the examina~ 
passed, whether im arts.op lav, by 
the fact of their having resided for severg] yea : a 
university, and sulunitted themselves to college disse 


a 


pline, and derived the usual advantages from wy 
| sity experietice” and com This 
; pong correct, 


betanne it ute ‘posible { ps 


gbtam the Lendow,.B,A. ox. LL.Bep 


; area Mag ach dollege, and. om the § 


fication of passing: a..certain intellectual & 


| we quite admit the. foree of the remark: asviterthe 
| ‘Teal vale of gradaating'at a university, ‘whieh is 


rived from. associations. and discipline. unattainable 
mere examining bedies. «We heartily agree: that wregs 
‘phe’ for “three. Years’ at Oxford or Cambrig 

happily relieved -irom:.the: stain. of sectarian exclusive: 
heéés—is niore “likely to” fit’ arly educated pe 
whether he be intended, for the bar, or for t e Office 0 
wsolicitor: im town or ! to: enter his profession 
with a prospect of suecess, than any. tést that could be 
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applied of the amount of information he may have 
stored in his brain. It is the contact he has had with 
the. world, the knowl he has acquired of men 
and things, the friendships he has formed, and the 
variety of experience gone through, which make a gra- 
duate of two-and-twenty twice the man he would other- 
wise be. We believe that the number of university 
men in our ranks is rapidly on the increase, and none 
- “1 more counmeent than ourselves of the ven 
of such training. ere any change proposed whic 
would afford an equal men to eo uates, let 
them be ever so well educated, we should oppose such 
an evil innovation; but we cannot raise the same ob- 
jection to. the boon now for the first time offered to 
those who may not have the means required for pro- 
ceeding to a university, but who show their desire for 
intellectual improvement in the best way open to them. 
We cannot agree that there is no value to be attached 
to an examination, though the worth of a degree taken 
after residence may be much higher, and we are in- 
clined to think that the Bill gauges the difference with 
very fair accuracy in allotting an exemption of two 
years to the regular graduates, and of one year only to 
those who have, without residence, passed a competent 
examination. 

But it is further urged that the middle class exami- 
nation is insufficient as a test of merit; that the subjects 
are of an extremely easy nature; and that the candi 
are allowed to slip through. We believe that ‘ M.A.” 
is mistaken in this idea, and that his error arises from 
confusing together the senior and junior examinations, 
the latter of which is intended for boys of fourteen, and 
is suited for the amount of learning and capacity they 
can be expected to exhibit. But the senior candidates 
are required tocome up to a very different standard, 
and we do not hesitate to say that any youth who has 
passed this test, and Poche the certificate, has given 
good evidence of a careful education and fair mental 
ability. Nor does the authorised report of these exami- 
nations bear out the allegation that they are conducted 
with any laxness; on the contrary, the number of rejected 
candidates is relatively large, and complaints have been 
made of what are considered to be the undue require- 
ments of the examiners. We must, therefore, remain 
of opinion that articled clerks who have passed such an 
examination with credit deserve some ition of 
their intellectual attainments, such as is conceded by 
the Bill now before Parliament. 

We may add, that we entirely with the spirit 
of the provision introduced into the measure by Mr. 
Locke, to place managing clerks who have obtained 
legal experience by a service of fifteen years in their 
employer's office on the same footing as uates, in 
respect to the period of their articles. But the inten- 
tion of the amendment has been so badly carried out 
that, as the Bill now stands, any clerk who had been 
for the period named in the office of a solicitor, how- 
ever manual his occupation might have been, would 
be entitled. to the privilege. Such an absurdity 
could never have been intended, and we are sorry that 
it should disfigure the measure. 

We take it for granted, as we have said above, that 
this useful Bill, creditable to its authors and beneficial 
to the profession, will be passed into law before the 
House rises for the vacation. But when it has been 
placed on the statute book, it must be regarded rather as 
the guide for future effort than as the consummation of 
what is desirable in the way of professional education. 
The best educated and most intelligent of the clerks 
now in wore the men on whom te future 
prospects of the profession rest, are contin i 
the necessity for an immediate change in the method of 
paras y at ys ghee mn The present plan 
0! wi t j a e i 
of ateag te ste ars to mesa 


examination should be divided, as it is in all our uni- 
versities, and some months be permitted to elapse 
between each trial. The interest of a student’s pur- 
suits would thus be kept alive, and peculiar profi- 
ciency in any particular branch of law would find room 
for display. As it is, the improvement in the attain- 
ments of the candidates has been remarkable, and we are 
confident that a little more attention to the administra- 
tive machinery of the examinations, coupled with the 
provisions of the Bill which is about to R ays would 
produce a considerable improvement in average 
acquirements of articled clerks, while ter oppor- 
tunity would be afforded for the exhibition of remark~- 
able ability or information. 
—————>— 
THE BENCH AND SOLICITORS. 

The action for libel tried the other day before Chief 
Justice Erle at Warwick has excited unusual attention. 
The facts of this extraordinary case are as follows :— 
Mr. Edwards was some time ago a solicitor at Warwick. 
The firm with which he was connected became. bank- 
rupt in 1837 for the sum of £143,000, and paid just 
a shilling in the pound Besides his liabilities as a 
member of this firm, the private debts of Mr. Edwards 
amounted to £22,000. Under these circumstances, he 
went off to Scotland, and took sanctuary in pps oe 
where he remained for fifteen years, married, adopted 
his lady's name of Wood, took 
~~ on her death ware b ae bed dap: wa 
the ment of his property there he em a 
Mr. Saeed as picfesac rg aot the first debt Pee he 
incurred to that gentleman was pis though after some 
difficulty. Having again taken advantage of his services, 
he disputed the charge a second time. The be 257 was 
at le: settled, we 9 Edwards- Wood actually trans- 
mitted the money to his agents in London, to be paid 
over to the agent of Mr. Bateman there. By some 
mistake this was not done, and Mr. Wallington, Mr. 
Bateman’s solicitor in Warwick, doubting the solvency 
of Wood, proceeded to arrest him for the debt. The 
facts of the case from this point are ‘thus stated by the 
Daily News :— 


Wallington put the writ into the of a Sheriff's officer, 
and himself followed Mr. Edwards-Wood'tethe Warwick Arms, 
where he was stopping. It was late at night, and it, was there- 
fore difficult to obtain the money. . Edwards-Wood 
exhibited his banker’s book, which showed a balance of near 
£2,000. He offered a cheque for the amount of the debt, but 
Mr, Wallington declined to accept it. He said, “If you'll do 
what is fair to my client I will 4 all I can to help you: it 
appears as though you had paid the money to your agents”— 
and so he had—* but it has not been received by mine ; bat if 
you will do what is right to my client, who has been put to 
considerable trouble and expense by the delay and in en- 
deavouring to find you, I will do my best and take your cheque.” 
Mr. Wallington 
Mr, Edwards-Wood should pay £10 to cover the expenses and 
trouble to which Bateman had been put. . The memorandum 
which was to accompany the payment of this £10 could not 
be agreed upon, and ultimately Mr. Edwards-Wood spent the 
night in prison. Now it was aileged that in insisting 
upon the payment of this £10 and the signing of the 
memorandum Mr. Wallington had been guilty of extor- 
tion. On the trial at the last assizes, some months ago, in 
which Mr. Edwards-Wood sued his attorneys for this neglect 
in not’ paying to Bateman the money transmitted for the 
purpose, these facts transpired. Lord Campbell, who tried the 
cause, with a natural abhorrence for everything that savours.of 
injustice, at once denounced this seeming attempt to extort 
money. Mr. Wallington, who was in court, and was probably 
surprised at the indiscreet zeal of the judge, requested to be 
heard in his defence, though, indeed, ke was no y to the 
cause. He was heard—at least, partially—for was not 
allowed to tell his own story. But having told as much as he 
was permitted, the Lord Chief Justice of! England thus deli- 
vered himself:—“ As a very grave imputation was cast upon 4 

rofessional man, I thought it fit and proper he should be : 
In the face of his fellowstownsmen. He has been heard, and 1 





to 
the candidates who are really well . Not only 
should more time be given for the questions, but the 


think he has aggravated his offence by every word he bas saidj 





ion of her fortune, . 
In 


proposed, in short, that in addition to the debt. - 
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By his own confession he has perverted the provisions of the 
law for the of extortion: I must say Mr. Edwards- 
Wood has acted with perfect propriety in all he did, and I think 
Mr. Wallington has disgraced himself and his profession. It is 
most disgraceful conduct.” In vain Mr. Wallington attempted 

Lord Chief Justice exclaimed, “ You 
have disgraced yourself; you are a disgrace; stand down. I 
can hear no more from you.” 

This was severe | for a judge to use, repre- 
hensibly severe towards a man who was not allowed 
every opportunity of justifying himself, still more severe 
tow: a man of respectable standing and of hitherto 
untainted character. Mr. Wallington has been for twenty 
years a solicitor in Warwickshire, and has occupied a 
most table position. Very naturally he considered 
himself > ape especially as Mr. Edwards- Wood, under 
cover of the judicial condemnation, indulged in a series of 
annoyances, publishing and distributing handbills and pla. 
cards t! the county of Warwick, making “flagrant 
disclosures” concerning the case, and doing all in his power 


to injure Mr. Wallington. The consequence was, that 


f gentleman brought an action for libel against 

- Wood, which terminated, after two days’ 
investigation, in a verdict for the plaintiff with £750 
damages. . Chief Justice Erle declared that Mr. Wal- 
lington had done no more than his duty to his 
client. It is easy to see that cases might not unfre- 
oy ra in which a professional man might be 
from the performance of this duty if he felt 

himself liable to undeserved and unmiti cen- 
sure from the bench; and we do not doubt that 
Lord Campbell’s candour and uprightness will lead 
him to unsay what he uttered in a moment of mis- 
apprehension. Had he been less impatient, had he 
stayed for full information before speaking so hastily, 
he would have learned the facts stated above—the 
uestionable antecedents of Mr. Edwards-Wood, and 
existence of unsatisfied judgments against him, 
which justified the apparent harshness of the arrest. 


We have more than once had to deplore the use of un- 


merited and unfortunate language towards solicitors by 
members of the judicial bench ; and in this instance we 
have a further duty to fulfil— we have to make 
known the refutation that has followed on the 
wrong. Mr. Wallington has suffered much, and now 
that Chief Justice Erle has so completely exone- 
rated him, we can do no less than publish to the whole 
profession the injustice of the remarks so unadvisedly 
made upon his c ter. 


—_—_—@——_- 


The Courts, Appointments, Wacancies, Ke. 


HOME CIRCUIT,.—Croxpon, 
(Before Mr. Justice CrowpEr.) 
Fray vy. Foster.—Aug. 5. 

This was an action to recover damages from the defendant, 
who isan attorney, for having negligently conducted certain 
legal proceedings for the plaintiff. 

This case arose out of some proceedings that have been 
frequently before the public, The plaintiff, Miss Rosanna 
Dupin Fray, was: formerly in the service of Lord and Lady 
Zetland, a8 lady's maid, but in the year 1864, in consequence 
of some disagreement in the establishment, she was suddenly 
dismissed, The plaintiff then brought an action against Mrs, 
Potter; the housekeeper of Lord Zetland, for slander, and a 
second action against Lord Zetland, and both these actions 
stood for trial. The first only was tried, and it resulted in the 
jury giving the plaintiff's verdict with £100 damages. The action 
against Lord Zetland was postponed, and in the meantime arule 
Was granted for a new trial in the action against Mrs. Potter, and 
both these actions again stood for trial. The solicitor for the 
Plaintiff in these proceedings was a gentleman named Voules, 
and it appeared that he made # compromise, according to the 





case for the plaintiff, entirely without her consent, under which 
he recovered a sum of £300 to settle both actions. The 
plaintiff, it appeared, only received £50 of this money, and she 
was required to sign a paper which she thought was a receipt, 
but which turned out to be a promissory note, and she was 
afterwards sued upon this note by Mr. Voules, but he failed in 
his action, and the note was ordered to be impounded by 
Mr. Justice Erle. The plaintiff then, it appeared, brought an 
action against Mr. Voules for negligence, the present defendant, 
Mr. Foster, acting as her attorney, and, according to her testi- 
mony, he buoyed her up for along time with the idea that she was 
sure to succeed, and that she would recover £500 damages at least. 
As the trial approached, however, she represented that he 
changed his tone, and advised her to compromise, but she 
refused, and at length the case went for trial, and the result 
was that she only obtained a verdict upon one count in the 
declaration, and became liable for all the costs, and the present 
action was brought against Mr. Foster for alleged negligence in 
the manner in which he had conducted the action against Mr. 
Voules. 

The plaintiff having deposed to many of the above’ facts, 
she was cross-examined at very considerable length, and from 
her answers it was evident that she was under the impression 
that everybody connected with the case had conspired to pre- 
vent her from getting justice. She complained very much of 
Mr. Hawkins, who was her counsel in the action against Mr. 
Voules, and said that he had dared her to mention the name of 
Lord and Lady Zetland, and said that he would ruin her case 
if she did. She also said, that after he had opened the case he 
immediately left the court, and the trial, which she expected 
would have lasted two days, was over in an hour. She like- 
wise declared that Mr. Hawkins advised her to compromise, 
and told her that none of the judges would go against a noble- 
man, and that Lord Campbell, who tried the case, in particular 
would not do so. The plaintiff admitted that Serjeant Wilkins, 
her former counsel, had strongly advised hér to compromise the 
original action, and that another attorney whom she had con- 
sulted in the matter refused to take up the case. It also ap- 

that in the action against Mr. Voules, Lord Campbell 
said he appeared to have acted honourably and properly, and 
that an offer was made to pay her £50 and all her costs, and 
that she was strongly urged to accept the offer, and in the 
result the defendant obtained a verdict upon the counts for 
negligence, and the five guineas damages were upon a count. in 
trover to recover some medical prescriptions, and Mr. Voules 
consented to a verdict for that amount, but she was liable for 
the whole of the costs. The plaintiff likewise stated that she 
had not paid Mr. Foster a single farthing for costs during the 
time he had been acting for her, and although he had obtained 
a judgment against her, he had not taken any steps to enforce 
it. The plaintiff, in the course of her examination, said, that 
her object throughout these proceedings was to vindicate her 
character, and that it was impossible for her to do so unless she 
went into the whole of the particularsconnected with the conduct 
of Lord and Lady Zetland, and the manner in which she had 
been treated by them, but she had never been allowed to do so. 

Mr. Robinson called for the production of the records in the 
different actions, and also the briefs that had been delivered 't 
the counsel who had been referred to. : 

Serjeant Parry said, that Mr. Foster had only been sub- 

naed to appear and give evidence, and he was in attendance 
for that purpose. He was quite willing, however, that all the 
papers, and everything connected with the case, should be 
before the Court, and he had despatched a clerk for the papers, 
and he would no doubt very shortly return with them. 

The plaintiff said, it would. be impossible for the jury to 
understand her case unless all the papers were before them. 

Mr. Justice CROWDER said, that under these cireumstances 
he thought it would be better to postpone the trial until the 
papers were produced, 

At a late hour of the day the case was again called on, when 
all the papers were put in, but none of the matter contained in 
them appeared to have any material bearing on the inquiry. 

At the close of the case for the plaintiff, Serjeant 
submitted that the evidence failed to make out the averments 
in the declaration, and after a long technical argument, 

His Lordship decided in favour of the objection, and directed 
a nonsuit. 

Serjeant Parry said, he thought it was only due to his 
learned friend, Mr. Hawkins, to state that he was in attendance, 
and would have been examined as a witnéss if his evidence had 
been required, and he would have positively contradieted the 
plaintiff in many of’ the statements she had made, 

The plaintiff was then nonsuited. 
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(Before Mr. Justice CRowpER.) 
Petis v. Turner and ano ther.—Awug. 11. 


This was an action upon a breach of an agreement entered 
into by the defendants. 
mjeant ine, in opening the case, said, that it was one 
of a very peculiar character. The plaintiff was a poor labour- 
ing man, living at Romford, and the defendants were attorneys, 
carrying on their profession in Whitechapel. In the year 1858, 
the plaintiff had a claim to a sum of £1,600, which was in the 
Court of Chancery, and there appeared to be no doubt that he 
was legally entitled to this money, but had no means to. prose- 
eute his claim, Under these circumstances he was introdueed 
to the defendants, who undertook to prosecute the suit, and to 
find all the money that was necessary, upon the clear under- 
standing that they were to make no claim upon the plaintiff 
unless they succeeded. They accordingly did what was ne- 
-in the matter, and from time to time also advanced the 
plaintiff small sums of money. In February of the present 
year, it appeared that a clerk of the defendants, named Ella- 
cott, called npon the plaintiff, and told him that some money 
must be raised, and suggested that he should accept a bill of 
exchange for £200. He at first refused; and it appeared that 
Mr. George Turner, one of the defendants, told him that if he 
did not accept the bills that were required of him he would 
throw up his case and “crush” it. Under the influence of 
these threats the plaintiff accepted a bill for £260, for which 
he agreed to give 100 per cent. interest, and the £100 that was 
to be advanced was to be disposed of by giving £80 to. counsel, 
and the remaining £20 was handed to the plaintiff. The plain- 
tiff at the same time was induced to sign two other promissory 
notes, one in favour of Ellacott for £300, and another for £150 to 
& person named Bowyer, who was also a clerk to the defendants, 
and which were represented to be given as compensation, for the 
aga they had rendered in getting up the plaintiff's case. 
he defendants assured the plaintiff that these bills were only 
even as a matter of form, and that he would never be troubled 
about them; but. it appeared that the £200 bill was discounted 
immediately afterwards by another member of the defendant’s 
family, and that, when it became due, the plaintiff was sued 
upon it, and a indebent obtained against him, The other 4 
promissory notes had since, it appeared, been given up to the 
Plante An award had since been made by the Master of the 
is in favour of the plaintiff, and the defendants sent in a bill 
of costs for £660. 
_. Several attempts were made by the parties to come to.an 
@rrangement without letting the case go to the jury, but 
they were ineffectual for some time, and the plaintitt was 
‘called, and he proved every one of the facts above narrated. 
_. Some further discussion then took place, and, at length, it 
Was arranged that a juror should be withdrawn, that the bill 
for £200 should be given up, and that nothing further should 
je done to annoy the plaintiff: and the defendants also under- 
took to pay all costs that had been ‘incurred. 

Mr, Haskins said, he thought it was only just to Mr. W. H. 
Turner, the principal of the firm, to state that he had taken no 
share whatever in the transaction, which Was entirely entered 
into by his sons. He, at the same time, also thought it right 
to observe that only one side had been heard, and the defend- 
‘ants had had no opportunity of stating their case. 


MIDLAND CIRCUIT.—Warwick. 
(Before Chief Justice ERLE.) 
Wallington v. Edwards- Wood.— Aug. 5, 6, & 8. 

This was an action brought ‘by'the plaintiff, one of the firm 
of Wright & Wallington, solicitors imington, ‘for ‘certain 
libéls published by the defendant, who had formerly practised 
‘as 8 solicitor, in the form of a pamphlet, and of handbills and 
placards of the same, which purported to be ‘as follows :-— 

‘The case of Edwards-Wood v. De Gez, tried at the Warwick Lent 

Assizes, 1859, before the Lord Chief Justice Campbell, with appendices; 
disclosing the disgraceful arrest of the plaintiff; the judge's flagellation of 
R,.A, Wallington, solicitor; the keeping of the gaol open at midnight; 
and other flagrant particulars. 
To this was added a supplement, the contents of which are not 
material. The record, which set forth the libels at length, was 
very voluminous, extending, we believe, over no less than 200 
folios. The defendant pleaded not guilty, and moreover that 
the libels were true in substance and fact. 

The facts of the case were these:—The defendant, Mr. Ed- 


ards-Wood, employed as his surveyor a Mr. Bateman, who 
had lately become insolvent. Bateman’s : of £25 for 
work done was disputed, and his assi; pdged .a in 


tually the matter was referred to the county sufveyor. 
Wood, however, again employed Bateman, and again his 
cliim, when sent in, was. disputed. Wood ‘expressed his 
willingness to refer, but Wallington, the present plaintiff, 
who was then acting as Batéman’s solicitor, «having urged 
payment on the ground of his client’s want :of means, 
declined a reference, and on April 9 issued ‘a writ. On June 8, 
he wrote, offering to refer the matter, which was consequently 
also submitted to the county surveyor, who awarded Mr. 
Wood should pay the sum claimed, deducting only £7. Wood 
having been informed by his solicitor that the amount of ‘debt 
and costs was 861.78. 9d., sent & cheque to his solicitor’s agents, 
amounting to that sim, which retched them the 16th of 
Aupust. By some unadcountable nezlect or inadvertence, this 
‘amount was not paid ‘over to Messrs. Gregory, Mr. Wallington’s 
agents, and he, having waited until September 6, without re- 
ceiving it, took out a capias, which he lodged with ‘Squires, a 
sheriff's officer at Leamington, to be executed..On September 29 
Mr. Wallington, being at the Rugby station, saw, Mr. Wood.in 
the Leamington train, and having by telegram informed 
Squires, proceeded to Leamington by the same train. He found 
Squires too ill to go out, and that the writ was in the hands of 
Bradley, bailiffs runner at Warwick, Squires advised Wal- 
lington, who thought he fad been negligent, to 'go to Bradley, 
desiring him to see that Bradley discharged his duty, and ‘did it 
respectfdlly. Wallington weiit on to Warwick, found ‘ : 
accompanied him to ‘the Warwick Arms Inn, and having'as. 
certained that Wood was there, Bradley went upstairs 
to defendant’s room and took him into etistody, The order 
in which subsequent events occurred, the precise words 
spoken, and acts done in the interval between the arrest 
of Mr. Wood, and his conveyance to the Warwick Gaol, 
were matters of controversy and of conflicting evidence; but it 
appeared that Mr. Wood, by what seemed a strange chance, 
had with him his battker’s book ‘and’ letter acknowledging 
of ‘& Cheque, all of which He showed to Bradley, ahd 
which were aléo shown to Wallington, und ‘satisfied ‘the former 
aod all others ‘wlio saw them that ‘the money had /been paid, 
though not received by Wallington, who urged Bradley ‘several 
times ‘to do his:duty. Wood displayed his cheque-book, show- 
ing a latge balance at his bankers, and offered,to diaw a 
cheque, which the landlord of the Warwick Arms Inn offered 
to endorse. He remonstrated with Wallington, and went out 
about ten o’clock to endéavour to get his cheque cashed, but in 
vain, and returned without the money. Meantime, Wallington 
Wetlt-to the gaol, and inquired of the gaoler when the ghol 
‘closed, and having been informed ten ‘o'clock, he arranged 
the gadler ‘to ‘keep the -gaol open beyond the ‘time for the 
reoeption of Wood. Wallington ’then returned to the Warwick 
Arms, avid found that the defendant's door was Jooked and 
‘Bradley:inside with him. The defendant refused to ‘open it, 
and Wallington, shaking the door, called out once or ‘twice, 
“ Bradley, do your duty.” Going down stairs he met Mr. 
Newsam, a solicitor, who had been sent for by the defendant to 
give advice, and who assured him that the | Been 
paid, and that he had seen the chequés to Mr. Wood's agents, 
and their receipt. Mr. Wallington said that it was all fudge. 
Some conversation then took ‘place between the parties as toa 
claim for £10‘for extraexpenses. The plaintiff refused to sign 
a document drawn up by the defendant stating that the sum of 
£10 was paid in discharge of a claim for extra costs while the 
defendant was under arrest, which he said would have rendered 
him liable to ‘be struck off the rolls; and as the’ 
would not agree to any other terms, the plaintiff ordered him to 
be taken to gaol at once, where he remained till the following 
day at three o'clock. 

At the last ‘assizés, an action was brought by the defendant 
Wood against his solicitor, Mr. Burton, of Daventry, in which 
that gehtleman’s agents appeared as the defendants, and 
suffered a verdict against thum, with £105 damages. _ 

Lord Campbell, the presiding judge, acquitted the then de- 
fendants from blame, but censured very severely the conduct 
of Mr. Wallington, Mr. Wallington, who was not ‘a party to 
the eause then before the Court, requested to be heard in ex- 
culpation of himself, and Lord Campbell most willingly 
acceded to his request, and the following dialogue, which was 
handed in, ensued :— « 

‘Mr. Wallingtén.—I ‘Waid, “Mr. ‘Edwards-Wood, if 1 were to receive 
money under those cireumstances, I should very ‘have to refund 
we. ae ron Bet it, and I should stan a very good chance of 


—Have 





the county court to recover the amount from Wood, and even- 





‘ Wood.—Shonld not Mr. W: be sworn ? 
Ea ee ta 
Mr, allingtou.—Upon tliat, my Lord, I said to the sheriff’s officer-- 
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r o'clock, and he wished for time 


“The muses be in your hands ae gs 

genes 

off. I went he 

cel tetacted 

Mr. Edwards- Wood, I will keep the 

orprtunty to py the money There is only 
yer oe ag ‘gi jotice— 


ving ni 

—No, ‘ou. cannot go into 
ate T could state ppc ac ‘We were prevented from 
Ceetns scr ie or ‘gaining any information. We could not 


/ Gamipell donot ak taro any occa for 30 ay 
Lard there occasion for you to an 
more. You have Lon agen yourself ; We ona aoe, phy by! 


‘On the part of the plaintiff, proof having been given of the 
publication of the pamphlets and handbills which constituted 
i alleged libel, evidence was adduced to show that they con- 
tained an untrue and garbled account of what had occurred, 
‘and that the facts. were dislocated for the purpose of establish- 
‘ing extortion on the part of engi 

The evidence on both sides been concluded, 

‘Chief Justice Enve then peat up, directing the jury to 
‘consider—1. Whether the alleged libel was wholly true, and if. 
they thought so, to find for the defendant. 2. Whether it was 
true in the substantial part of it, but untrue in some small 

, and if so, to find for the plaintiff, with eon 
3. Whether it was false in the substantial par 
hick fi nputed to the plaintiff a vindictiveness in takin at 
‘and executing the capias, and the abuse of the process o! 
law to put £10 into his own pocket. 

The jury retired, ad on their return pronounced a verdict 

for the plaintiff; damages, £750. 


WESTERN CIRCUIT. — Bopmin. 
(Before Mr, Baron ste hy taed 





Spare v Aug. 6 
plaintiff was a farmer at St. Broat’s, in this county, and 
the defendant was an attoruey at Fowey. The action was 
drought to recover the sum of £40, which had been, recovered 
in the plaintiff's name in the county court by the defendant in’ 
an.action of, replevin, for the wrongfGl seizure of some chad, | 
which were the property of the plaintiff. 

The defence set up was, that the sheep, having been seized 
by a mortgagee of the land, a Mr. Roskilly, Mr. Hamley, a 
solicitor at Wadebridge, bought the sheep back, and restored | 
them to the plaintiff, but that afterwards the plaintiff, hearing 
that the £40 had been recovered in his name, refused to keep 
the sheep, but claimed the money from Mr. Bishop, who had 
received instructions from Mr. Hamley not to part with the | 
money. 

Witnesses were culled ‘on both sides, and in the résult 
FO a, jury found a verdict for the plaintiff for the amount 


WELLS, 
(Before Mr. Justice Crompron.)—Aug. 9. 
Alex. Richmond was brought up for sentence. ‘The 
been indicted at the last assizes for uttering a paper which | 
purported to be a process issued by the county court. It ap- | 
peared at the time of the trial that the prisoner had obtained a 
number of blank forms, and a man named Snooks owing him 
money, he had filled up a form ‘and caused it to be delivered 
to Snooks, more perhaps by way of intimidation than other- 
wise, The prisoner was tried ‘before’ Mr. Baron Watson, and 
was convicted, but the learned baron postponed passing sen- 
tence until he had taken the opinion of the Court for the Con- | 
sideration of Crown. Cases Reserved as to whether the case | 
came within the Act of Parliament. 

Mr, Justice Cxompron told ‘the prisoriér that the Court | | 
above had decided that his case was within the statute. It | 
was a very bad offence, and required a severe punishment, and 
he _ therefore ‘sentence him to be imprisoned for two. 
mon 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Fonsianqu®, ) 
In re Colonel William Petrie Waugh.—Aug, 8. 
Mr. ‘Linklater, solicitor for the for leave to | 
appeal against an order of the Chief in Chancery, direct- | 


| ‘which ‘lie had subj 


list. of contributories of the London and Eastern Cor- 
poration, in respect of nearly 400 shares. ‘eal of. per 
share had been made upon each of these shares, and ¢ounsél 


Sad pavlaat in Aerder atheiendedl 

Mr. Linklater said that, ‘some three or four months ago, the 
official manager, under the winding-up vibe: Loudon ‘and 
Eastern Bank, had sought to prove against’ the banktapt’s 
estate for £250,000, to be the balanseidiahe: Wehiiaiy 
account of Colonel Waugh to the bank. This:claim was:re- 
sisted by the assignees before Mr. Commissioner Evans, who, 
on the ground that, under the provisions of the 7&@ Viet. 
¢. 113, considering the trading of the bank was illegal, and 
Shak She dake dae Agen: the Lenhoupl :wnd-sn Adin: Senuaall 
during such illegal trading, refused the application. From that 
Soaden the official manager had never appealed. 

The Comaissioner.— With reference to the . bankrupt, it 
comes to this—that @ person who takes msn | 
others—who commits robbery, in fact—can go into and 
live Pg for the rest of his life, out of the reich ‘of his 


Mr. Linklater; —Ia this.case that is so. 
_ The Commissionzr.—I have read & book ‘%ntitléd the 
“ Curiosities of Literatare;” there might be one called “ The 
Curiosities of Law.” i eee 


LAMBETH POLICE COURT.—Avwy. 6, 
Mr, Benjamin Thomas Jones, of 75, Mount-street, Gromer 


Square, who, it will be recollected, was the prosecutor >a 

Case of “Watters and Edwards,” the a 

who obtained @ conviction and eighteen. months’ 

sgnines them, applied to Mr, Norton for his advice ‘and assist- 
ce under the lowing circumstances:— 
Mr. Jones ssid, he had undertaken the prosccution a 

the notorious quacks, Watters yes awe on. public; 

and with the yiew of exposing is sete 

0 


practice, 80 injurious to the oie health and rt of the 
nate victims himself who ‘had become. their Mikg 
rg ge self forward in the character of prosecutor raha 
| ‘not t calculated on the serious: pec 


uniary conseq 
ted himself, and when it a ak, over, he 


-eight guineas, ‘He was not @ very, poor nor a ¥ —. 
is 
sdin of fifty-eight guineas was more than he 





profession, the members of which had beer so much. | 


fotind ‘that, in ad ition to an immense Joss of timie, he had had to 
y the whole of the expenses of the prosecution, amounting 

Man, and had no hesitation in acknowledging 

x0 Inuch mind his loss of time, yet that the 

the object UF his application was to express a hope that | 

worship would kindly suggest some Bag or assist him in . 


'} application to ( Corernihaant to get the fifty-eight guineas, or a 


ee Shs Wheto 


cant at ited be ‘sad 
public im 
‘whole of 







Spores be perfect astonishment that the. 
ed with the expenses in a case, of: 


ce, and said, it was his impression, that 
expenses would have been borne by the x 


by the prosecution and punishment of & set of scampa, W 
were said to net £3,000 or £4,000 a-year. 
Mr. Samuel Evans Smi surgeon to the, Natidnal 4 
Tnstitation, Pall-mall East, w coommanenes Mr. Jones, 
that as a member of the Medical A 
Could state the reason that the association did not. up the 
prosectition ih this case was a want of funds bey: those that 
were necessary for p before the be gee against 
er and unq practitioners. 
Mr. Smith dbaered, that feeling that it ‘would. be ae 
unfiir'that Mr. Jones should be a loser, he had 
accompany him to this court to take his (Mr. Xenon ie 
on the subject, and the opinion just expressed, that 
fession should come forward and reimburse gg ing oe 
in which he (Mr. Smith) fully concurred, he begged to 
Mr. NorTon said, that was very handsome, and a very good 
, and if the subscription did not come up to the sum 
required—but of this he had little doubt—he should have no 
objection to apply to the Home Office for the difference. 


4 the subscription list with his donation of £5. 





| REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE OF COUNTY COURT 


JUDGES, TO THE RIGHT HONOURABLE THE 
LORD HIGH CHANCELLOR. 
July. 25, 1859. 


Mr Lorp,—In obedience to your Lordship’s wish, conveyed 





ing that the name of Colonel Waugh should be pluced tupon the | 


to us by Mr. Johnson, in his letter of the 28th ultimo, we have 
continued the inquiry 


into the subject of 
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sonment, wliich we had commenced under the directions of the 
late Lord Chancellor; and we now beg leave to report to your 
Lordship the result of our inquiry, and to forward copies of the 
questions we addressed to all the judges of the county courts, 
and the answers we have received thereto. 

Your Lordship will perceive that itis the opinion of twenty-four 
of the judges that the power of a judge to send a person to pri- 
son for disobedience in not appearing in court to an after-judg- 
ment summons should no longer exist, in which opinion we all 
concur; and it will also appear that almost all the judges who 
consider that the power should be retained do not commit for 
non-appearance until they have satisfied themselves that the 
— summoned ought to be committed either for fraud or for 

ving neglected or refused to pay, having had the means to 


pay. 
It would appear, therefore, on the first glance, that the latter 
practically acquiesce in the opinion of those judges who think 
that the power to commit for non-appearance should not exist; 
but this is not the case, for they consider it essential that the 
power should be retained, because they argue that, although 
they do not commit until they have by inquiry, either of the 
plaintiff, officers of the court, or others; morally satisfied them- 
selves that it is a fit case for committal, yet they contend that 
should the power to commit for non-appearance be abolished, 
a defendant who does not appear can seldom or never be com- 
mitted, inasmuch as the judge scarcely ever can be satisfied by 
legal evidence of the defendant's ability to pay, where he is not 
present to be examined, and that the consequence will be that 
persons omy ee} — 98 of 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, will 
never attend, as they , by staying away, effectually prevent 
their being committed. fr eae soe 
We beg leave to state that we do not concur in the view thus 
as we conceive that in nearly all cases where the party 
summoned does not appear sufficient evidence can be obtained 
to enable the judge to decide upon the question of committal. 
Upon the whole, we beg leave to recommend that the law 
should be altered, so that no person who neglects to appear to a 
judgment summons should be committed unless the judge has 
satisfied himself that he is liable to be committed for some one 
of the causes mentioned in sect. 99 of 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95; but 
we are of opinion that no other alteration is needed, and that 
any limitation of the number of times for which a ‘person may 


be sent to prison would operate most prejudicially upon the 
welfare of all classes, who, from fluctuation in the labour market 
or other circumstances, require credit to be given them at times. 


It is obviously of immense importance to these classes that, 
the promises which in those times they make should be capable 
of being enforced, when they are again in work, or they would 
find in the time of need that such promises were of little avail. 

We express, we believe, the feeling of all the judges when we 
say that any alteration of the law which would take away from 
the countyfeourts the power of imprisonment would relieve the 

judges of 2 most painful duty, but would produce great misery 
among the working classes, who, forced to buy on credit, would 
hereafter only obtain it on terms which would cause those who 
paid their debts to pay for those who did not. 

Your Lordship will perceive that with two or three exceptions 
the judges are of opinion that it is essential that the working 
classes should obtain credit on fair terms, and that they consider 
that the county courts enable them so to obtain it; could they 
not do so, in times of sickness or scarcity of work they would 
be compelled to resort to their parishes for relief, and their homes 
would be broken up. 

To take away all remedy for the recovery of debts under 40s., 
as has been suggested, we feel justified in stating would be most 
impolitic, and would tend in times of depression to aggravate 
distress, and consequently to increase discontent and its concomi- 
tant evils. It is the opinion of many of the judges that, since 
the establishment of the Courts, the periods of depression in trade 
in - north have passed over the people lighter than they used 
to do. 

The law certainly would be a harsh law if it permitted a man 
to be sent to prison again and again for owing a small debt, but 
it does not permit any such thing. For owing a debt a man can- 
not be so punished, bat only where he s the means of 
paying it and will not. After having suffered one imprisonment 
he cannot be imprisoned again unless he subsequently thereto 
has acquired the means of paying and still refuses. Such 
instances of obstinacy are extremely rare, and we would submit 
that it would be highly inpolitic in order to allow these few per- 

sons to indulge their obstinate feelings, to deprive all creditors 
of the power to compel a man to pay a debt, when he is proved 
to have the means of satisfying it. 

The experience of the whole Courts of Request shows that 





when men could by remaining in prison for a certain time rid 
themselves of their debts they preferred to do so. The period 
in those courts for which a man could be imprisoned was gener- 
ally 20 days for a debt of 20s., 40 days for one of 40s., and so 
on, increasing 20 days for every 20s. owed. 

The bill introduced into the House of Commons by Mr, 
Collier, Q.C., provides that no person shall be committed who 
does not appear to a j ent summons, unless the judge is 
satisfied that he ought to be committed for any cause which he 
would be liable to be committed for had he appeared in court. 

We think that so much of the bill should become law, but 
we cannot too strongly express our objections to the proposal 
to limit the time for which an obstinate person may be imprisoned, 
not because, as we hope we have shown, that such person ought 
to be punished, but because the power to compel payment, where 
means of payment exist, is essentially necessary for the welfare 
of those classes who obtain credit upon the faith of paying out 
of their future earnings, 

The second clause of Mr. Collier’s bill would, in our. opinion, 
operate as a measure of confiscation upon the debts now due 
to tradesmen on the judgments of the county courts (in some 
cases amounting to £50, reeks of costs), or which the credi- 
tors have allowed to be incurred,\from their knowledge that, by 
law they could compel payment whenever their debtors might 

sess the means of satisfying them. 

By the late Lord Chancellor's direction, we also inquired into 
the working of the courts so far as regards loan societies, 
scores, and the selling of goods by travelling drapers and such 

rsons. 

PeThe questions we circulated and the answers we received we 
beg leave to enclose, and to recommend, so far as the second of 
the above subjects is concerned, that in the next session of Par- 
liament a measure should be introduced providing that no debt 
for beer, consumed on the premises where sold, shall be recover- 
able except by action commenced within fourteen days from the 
time of the incurring thereof. : 

It does not appear to us that any beneficial suggestion can be 
made with reference to loan societies, and we do not propose any 
interference with the transactions of travelling drapers and such 
persons, because we think that the judges of the courts, by 
carefully weeding from the accounts of these persons all sums 
charged for goods supplied to a wife on the credit of her husband 
not befitting her station, or which he has not sanctioned, can 
prevent ‘any ill effect which would otherwise arise from this 
system of trading, and because we think that when so restrained 
the system is not disadvantageous to the labouring classes— 
We have the honour to be, &c., my Lord, your Lordship’s 
obedient servants, JAMES MANNING. 
J. H. Kor. 

E. Cooke, 
J. WORLLEDGE. 
W. FuRNER, 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS. 


Tue Divorce anp MarrimoniaL Causes Court.—This 
return commences with the establishment of the new Court 
under 20 & 21 Vict. c. 85, and the transfer to it of the juris- 
diction theretofore exercised by the Ecclesiastical Courts in all 
suits and proceedings in matters matrimonial, except in respect 
of marriage licenses. 

The proceedings of the Court, which commenced on the 11th 
January, 1858, were, in the year— 
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“The fees actually received were £1,549, but a proportion 
‘fees Temain, which refer to ‘cases not finally disposed of. 


.. [HE Propate Court.—This Court, erected under 20 & 21 
Vict. c. 85, has exercised from the commencement. of the year 
1858 an exclusive jurisdiction in all matters relating to the 
grant or revocation of probate of wills and letters of adminis. 
i The proceedings of the Court and of the Principal 

fey in the above year were— 
Total number of probates granted 
administrations 


OF the | 


eee enerecnseseeeeses 


eee reocsos 





£767,018 

Probates and letters of administration are also granted in 
Common Form—that is, where the application is not contested— | 
by District Registrars, forty in number. An account of the 
Dusiness in each of these separate registries is.set forth, and to 
the return has ‘been added the amount of duty on stamps issued 


for'probate and administration, procured from the Comptroller | 
tf'the | Legacy Duty Office:— 
‘Number granted7in common form— | 
BREDGRS oiksnn cc iscisenver codd esewere eeeeeee soe 12,787 
Letters of administration ......... «++. Saeneih'ns 4,669 
Number granted under direction of judge— 
Cow eccccccceccececcccccccccceccceeee 12 
Letters of administration.......c.ccsscecesesecee 7 f 
Number of caveats against grants of probates and { 
0} OD "Sob vewecvvccdccdicceuces 3r2 | 
refused under direction ofjudge .........+ 4 ; 
Probates granted on decrees of county courts ,..+++9« 3 
te recalled or varied on decree of county court .. 1 
Letter of MEU Kaccecaabeoqescctapegectes yy 
‘Total amount of fees received. ......cceeceeeeceeces £47,705 
Amount of duty stamps for probate and ‘adminis- 
WO scncecccnscccndaecscsectecncesecescvee £436,960 


_ Court or ApmiraLty.—The registrar of this court has 
oe = doe return of the préceedings in the several 

ces of the court in the year 1858. The following is an | 
abstract of the chief facts, which appear in extenso in the | 
return ;— 





Suits pending Amount at 
atcommence- Suitsin- which actions 
mentofyear. stituted. wereentered. 
Daspe'ty sollilén s0.,.2 300-000 
y eoeeesee 000 
BOtUOmry ...+cccccedccccces 17 44 83,570 
Actions for necessaries sup- 
plied to foreign ships...... 9 51 23,790 
ATT 1 21 3,360 
Subtraction of wages......+. 22 88 35,550 
eC desecdeccuncetecce — 7 900 
Actions to enforce bail for the 
safe return of ships........ 12 6,600 
benndege bons heawee 4 _ 
‘ 139 520 535,220 
_ The judgments and decrees of the Court are stated in each | 
description of suits:— 
Final judgment in contested causes— 
For tit... 6s Sndaweees cenee chnphe tess 105 
For DS cp pads he nemp ene. or-eneeeenenanen 25 
— 130 
Incidental decrees in contested Causes ............0005 12 
Decrees in “in. penam” causes ....... Cr eeebeWaD Conse 56 


The number of motions were 89, opposed 21, unopposed 68, _ 
ind, with the foregoing cases, relate to the decisions of the 
Court. The following matters refer more particularly ‘to the 
business of the registrar and his officers, and are given in 
Soipplete detail in the return. 


References to registrar and merchants— 
Cases heard and 


| aod 


‘Number of instruments prepared th the registry— 





96 
Subposnas 40 
Monitions, commissions, and attachments ......+++« pe 
Number of acts or minutes of court.........seeeses 3; 
Office copies issued from the registry..........is.005 167 


The registrar’s return also includes a detailed accoutit of the 
balances, receipts, and payments during the year, classed under 
the different heads; the claims and awards in respect of Seamen 
volunteering in the royal navy, and the naval prize business, 


showing the proceeds of ‘slave-vessels, and cargoes and 


bounties; the reward of salvage services; and bounties for 


capture and destruction of pirates and piratical vessels; and 
further, the detailed proceedings of the marshal in 
the process of the Court, and in the arrest and appraisements 
ships, cargoes, and freight. 

Juprera, Commrrree or Privy Councn..—The appéiis 
before her Majesty in Council relate to the whole empire, The 
number of appeals entered in the year 1858 were 58, of ‘Whith 


|] 26 were from the Admiralty Courts, 1 from the Ecclesixsti¢al 
Courts, 4 from the Courts of flie Channel Tslands and the Tile 


of Man, 12 from Colonial Courts, and 15 from the Courts in 
India. During the year 5 cases ‘were dismissed for Hon-proee- 
cution, and 68 heard and determined; on 36 appeals s judemibnt 
Was ‘eBirriied, oh 4 Varia. Ain on 38 reversed. e taxed 
costs on one side were taxed by the registrars, and therefore 
afford no evidence of the total amount of the costs incurred. 
The number of appeals (lodged ‘ince 13th June, a whith 
retained for hearing at the end of the year, were 52. The 


| applications for extension or confirmation of letters patént were 
| 3, of which 2 were dismissed and 1 granted. The total amount 





| of the Council-office fees were :— s i 
s. 
RPPCAlS .. ocr cccccecececveversdecevevssves 1,070 6.8 
pas ot aehed dividuien shove se vatebenedae mie) oo RboMale 
TORE cccccconegcon ce ccccccece 1,142 36 
| Hovsr or Loxps.—The judicial proceedings of the J 
of Lords relate to the session 1857-8, and extend to . 
United Kingdom. ‘The number of appeals and causes.in 
. were— 
From the Court of Chancery— 
aap elation cesatione adeen aceuiesnaeenae Ff 
mad. peter catonn cn aenaascecenerwere 7 > 
From the Court of Session, Scotland .2 222220000700 
From the Court of . 
ety a RR ORCS. 
TOtal. cv vcccccdcccccncccsaucccccccce a 


OF theve cases 15 related to matters of real property, 38 De- 
sonal property, and 6 real and perscnal property, 06 
During the ‘session 11 cases were wi wn, 12 dismissed 


for want of prosecution, and 25 heard, Of these 25 cases 16 


were simply affirmed, 2 affirmed with declarations, 1 simply re- 
versed, and 6 reversed with declarations; 49 cases remained for 


, hearing. The total amount of the fees was £1,791 2s. 





Tue Next LoRD Mayor or London.— The Home Secrétary 
having withdrawn his Bill for the reform of the corporation of 


| the city of London, the election of the Lord Mayor, Will take 


) my next month, in accordance with ancient custom. 

ivery will return two aldermen, but it is not quite clear whether 
they will return the two senior aldermen, inasmuch as last yee 
passed over Alderman ‘Carter, who was second in seni 4 
returned Alderman Cubitt, M.P., with the present Lord 
Mayor. This year Alderman Carter and Alderman Cubitt are 
the two seniors below the chair, and if the livery return them, 
the Court of Aldermen will doubtless select Alderman Carter, 
who stands first; but if the livery take the same course this year 
which they adopted last, and pass over Alderman Carter, they 
will return Alderman Cubitt and Alderman Sir Henry Mugger- 
idge, in which case Alderman Cubitt, M.P., will be Lord Mayor 


| ‘of London for the next year, The livery can make their choice 
| “of the following aldermen, all of whom are eligitile:—Mr. Carter, 
i} “Mr. Cubitt, Sir H. Muggeridge, Mr. Rose Mr. Lawrente, Mr. 


Wr 
Hale, ‘Mr. Allen, and Mr. Mechi; or they can, if they please, 


| return the present Lord Mayor for re-election.— Globe. 


Tue Triat or Dr. Smeraurst.—It has been arranged. that 
trial of Dr. Smethurst for the murder of Isabella Banks, at 





reported on by registrar............ 52 

Amount of sums claimed oh foo PT ea £96,959 

Amount we Fem cad 0 eieieee @ 0 deleieie’e £16,500 

of costs taxed by the ADEs od edine coccinepesiee 192 
tions varied or altered by the Court ......<.+0.5 
hetaaee As 

submitted. . 

Colts in “in poenam” causes ........ £9,488 ay 

‘Costs in contested canses— 
POSER CORTE HOHE Eee Hees ‘ 11,349 
nicssheirs aimee me 3771 





Reumens shall be resumed at the Central Criminal Court on 
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Monday next. _ It will be remembered that the proceedings on 
the former occasion came to a premature close, in consequence 
of the illness of a juror. It is not certain that the Lord Chief 
Baron will again preside; on the contrary, it is generally 
thought that the trial will be presided over by the Lord Chief 
Justice of the Court of Queen’s Bench (Sir A. Cockburn). 
During the interval which has elapsed since the last trial, the 
solicitors for the prisoner have been untiring in their exertions 
to get up medical evidence in opposition to that of Dr. Taylor, 

they express themselves dent that they shall be able to 
demonstrate the fallacy of Dr. Taylor’s theory, on which 
Smethurst was committed. The prisoner is not by any means 
communicative to the prison authorities, and never alludes to 
the awful charge upon which he is detained. 


Carrure or HUGHES, THE ABSCONDING BANRRUPT ATTOR- 
NEY.—Many of our readers will probably remember the circum- 
stance of one David Hughes, a practising attorney, formerly of 
the Old Jewry, but more recently of Gresham-street, ci 
ing issued a circular announcing his retirement from business 
on account of ill health, but which subsequently proved a 

ied flight from his creditors, as on the examination of his 
books and accounts a few days after, in the imi pro- 
ceedings of bankruptcy, it was found his liabilities exceeded 
£150,000—nearly £60,000 of which he had spent in interest 
and discount on accommodations and bills of exchange over 
and above his total income. There was also 3 misappropriation 
of a sum not less than £40,000 of moneys held in trust for 
various clients, among which number many a widow and 
have been sufferers. He was in Angust last year duly 


ie 


@ bankrupt, and a warrant was subsequently granted 
by Rose ai the Guildhall police core fee Beet 
hension of the said David Hughes, it having been ed 


had absconded to Australia, where he had been 





jupreme Court; 
may expect the bankrupt in London, 
when new revelations are likely to follow —Morning Star. 


currently entertained in the profession of the pow 

and duties of the Council in that respect, and think it right to 
aba y Dobe y t opportunity to state what the 
ipo te gs uties of the council really are:—1, The Council 


called on to exclude all irregular practitioners from the 
ae, ast © bee meeciens OS ae i 
2. 


ible care in dis- 
charging that part of its duty. 


3 
e 








cause, the Council need not proceed in the matter, 4, The 
Council has the power to expunge from the register the name of 
any practitioner whose name may have been struck off from the 
list of the members of any of the bodies which grant medical 
qualifications. It is no part, however, of the functions of the 
Council, according to the Act, to institute prosecutions at 1 
for offences against the Act. The committee has also to 
that the funds at the disposal of the Council are quite inadequate 
for that purpose.” 

THe Drvorce Court.—A series of tables on this subject 
have been published in return to an order of the House of 
Commons moved for by Mr. Malins. The first table shows 
the number of petitions for dissolution of marriage in each 
year, from’ 1833 to 1859. Up to 1839 there were only one 
each year;.in 1840, there were three; in 1841, six; in 1842, 
two; and in 1843, only one again. In the next three years 
there were five and six annually; in 1847, ten; and in the suc- 
ceeding years up to 1852, about the same number. In 1858, 
there were thirty—the average for the next few years. In 1857, 
up to the 28th of August (the date of the passing of the Act), 
twenty-two; and from then to the end of the year, thirty-one 
—together fifty-three for the entire year—the same number as 
that in the next year, 1858. 


EVIDENCE IN CHANCERY.—We (Observer) understand that 
the Royal Commission will speedily be issued for the amend- 
ment of the law and evidence in the courts of equity. It will 
be presided over by the Lord Chancellor, and will comprise the 
leading law lords and other high legal functionaries. 


The vacancy, caused by the death of Mr. Serjeant Clarke, 
in the county court judgeship, Circuit No. 25, for the towns'of 
Oldbury, Walsall, and Wolverhampton, has been filled by the 
appointment of Allan Maclean Skinner, Esq., of the Oxford 
Circuit, Q.C., Recorder of Windsor. Mr. Skinner was called 
to the bar in 1834, and was made a Queen’s Counsel in 
1857. 


The Recordership of Walsall, Newark, Lincoln, and North- 
ampton, having become vacant by the death of Mr. Serjeant 
Clarke, the following appointments have been made:—Mr. W. 
T. Neale to be Recorder of Walsall ; Mr. Fitzjames Stephen 
to be Recorder of Newark; Hon. G. C. Vernon to be Recorder 
of Lincoln; and Mr. J. Hibberd Brewer to be Recorder of 
Northampton. 

The recordership of Clitheroe, vacant by the death of John 
Addison, Esq.; has been conferred on T. Hastings Ingham, Esq, 
the judge of the Kendal County Court. 


Notes on Recent Decisions in Chancerp. 
(By Martin Wark, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 





Succession Dutry—GENERAL Power OF APPOINTMENT— 
ALIEN. 


Re Lovelace’s Settlement, 7 W. R., L. J., 575. 


We had occasion to call our readers’ attention to this case 
when decided by Vice-Chancellor Wood (see anté, p. 525). 
His Honour’s decision has been subsequently reversed by the 
Lords Justices, on grounds which render it desirable to advert 
to the case a second time. The case arose upon a genertl 
power of appointment given to a woman y her marriage 
settlement in 1817, but not exercisable till the death of ber 
husband, which happened in 1852. She exercised the 
by will shortly after the death of her husband, and in 
1856., The question was, whether succession duty was payable 
by her tees, The Vice-Chancellor held that the 2nd 
section of the Act, which enacts generally that every past of 
fature disposition of property (including, therefore, powers of 
appointment) shall be deemed to confer a succession was 
overridden, as to powers of appointment, by the 4th section, 
and that the 4th section was only applicable to powers 
a tment which had been crea before the commencement 

the Act. Whence it followed that the appointees in the 
present case would escape payen altogether. ‘The Lords 
Justices, agresing with the Vice-Chancellor, that the 2nd 
section includes powers of appointment, decided that it was not 
overridden bY the 4th section, except in the cases pat- 
ticularly mentioned in the latter section, And they 
were of opinion that the case in question was not compre 
hended in the 4th section, and therefore the appointees must 
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duty under the 2nd. The ground upon which Lord Justice 
‘urner held .that the appointment in question did not come 
under the 4th section depends upon a grammatical construc- 
tion of that clause different from that adopted by the Vice- 
Chancellor.. The 4th section commences thus:—‘ When any 
shall have a general power of appointment, under any 
Frpocition of property, taking effect‘upon the death of any per- 
son dying after the time appointed for the commencement of 
this Act, over property, he shall, in the event of his making any 
appointment thereunder, be deemed to be entitled, at the time 
is exercising such power, to the property or interest thereby 
pointed as a succession derived from the donor of the power.” 
Lord Justice Turner reads the first clause as though the words, 
“ander any disposition of property,” were in a parenthesis; 
and considers that the expression, “taking effect upon the 
death of any person dying after the time appointed 
for the commencement of this Act,” refers, not to 
the disposition creating the power, but to the power of 
appointment itself. So that the point of time to be con- 
i in determining whether a case comes within - the 
section is not the date of the settlement creating the power, but 
the time when the power becomes exerciseable—for instance, 
in the present case, the death of the lady’s husband. This 
construction certainly gets rid of much of the difficulty sug- 
gested by the Vice-Chancellor; but, on the other hand, it ap- 
pears rather at variance with the grammatical structure of the 
sentence, for it rendets the introduction of the words “ under 
any disposition of property” quite superfluous; and the words 
“over property,” further on, come in very awkwardly in their 
present position. However, in a choice of difficulties, the con- 
struction of the Lord Justice certainly makes the application 
ra the clause to the cases which may arise much more reason- 
e. 


The Court has also held, in this case, that there is nothing 
in the Act to exempt aliens, in favour of whom an appoint- 
ment of English property is made under an English settle- 
ment, from paying duty in the same way as if they were Bri- 
tish subjects. 


Rattway CoMPANY—ILLEGAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN TWO 
CoMPANIES—AMALGAMATION OF LINES, 


London, Brighton, and South Coast Raihoay Company v. London 
and South Western Railway Com; and Portsmouth Raihway 
Company, 7 W. R, 591 (L. C,, ané Turner, L.J.) 


This case deserves a note, not only from the importance of 
the interests involved, but also as illustrating the obligation 
which rests upon public companies to keep within the powers 
conferred by their Acts. In 1847, the London and Brighton 
Company and London and South-Western Company obtained 
an Act, by which they became joint owners of a portion of 
railway between Havant and Portsmouth, including the Land- 
= station, under certain conditions as to division of the pro- 

ts, In 1858, a new company, the Portsmouth Railway Com- 


pany, obtained an Act for a line from Godalming to Portsmouth, 
using of the joint line between Havant and Portsmouth, 
and with power to make an agreement with the companies to 
whom that portion of the line belonged, for the use of their 
Joint station at Landport. Before any agreement for the use 
of the station had been come to, the London and South Wes- 


tern Company with the Portsmouth Company that the 
new Portsmouth line should be leased to them; and that, until 
an Act should be obtained for that purpose, the London and 
South-Western Company should use the line and account for 
the profits upon certain terms. ‘The effect of this arrangement, 
of course, would be, that the traffic on the new Ports- 
mouth line would be brought into the Landport station, under 
colour of its being the traffic of the London and South Wes- 
tern Company. To this the London and Brighton Company ob- 
Jected, insisting that the Act of 1847 only contemplated the joint 
use of the station by the London and South Western Company for 
their ordinary traffic, and that they had no right to introduce 
the traffic of a fresh line. With this view of the question the 
Lord Chancellor and Turner, L.J., agreed; and they were also 
opinion that such an agreement as that which had been 
made between the London and South Western and Portsmouth 
Companies was illegal. It amounted virtually to an abandon- 
ment by the Portsmouth Company of the powers conferred on 
them for pe good, and the transfer of them to another 
yy a ich had no authority to accept them, This could 
hot without an Act of Parliament, and the fact of the 
igreement being professedly only a temporary arrangement 
ade no difference, 





Wotes on Recent Cases at Common Law. 
(By James Steruen, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Editor of 
“ Tush’s Common Law Practice,” $c., $c.) 


BILts oF SALE—CONSTRUCTION OF 17 & 18 Vict. c. 36— 
EVIDENCE. 
Grindell v. Brenden, 7 W. R., C. P., 579. 

By 17 & 18 Vict. c. 36, in order to prevent frands on ere- 
ditors by secret bills of sale of personal chattels, it is required 
that all such instruments must be filed in like manner as war- 
rants of attorney given by traders are required by law to be filed, 
on penalty of being null and void, so far as the rights of the giver’s 
assignees in bankruptcy or insolvency, &c., are con ; and 
as against those taking the effects comprised in the bill in 
execution of any process of any court authorising the seizure of 
the giver’s goods; and as against every person on whose 
such process shall have issued. It is, moreover, one of the 
requisitions of this statute that, together with the bill iteelf, an 
affidavit of the time when it was given shall be filed; and the 
question for the decision of the Court, in the present case (the 
mode of raising it being by applying for a rule calling on the 
master to review his taxation), was as to the proper mode of 
proving the fact of the affidavit in question having been — 
and that contemporaneously (as required by law) with the 
of sale itself. This, in the present instance, had been done by 
taking down the affidavit itself to the trial of the action—the 
expense of which proceeding the master refused to allow, being 
of opinion that the proper course was merely to produce @ cer- 
tified copy of the entry made in the book kept in the Queen's 
Bench for the purpose of registering the warrants filed 
3 Geo. 4, c. 39, and the bills of sale filed under the Act now 
under consideration. The only difficulty arises from the word- 
ing of 17 & 18 Vict. c. 36, s. 5, which provides that 
requiring them may obtain office copies of the bill itself, or 
the copy filed, but makes no mention of the affidavit. 
Court, however, upheld the ruling of the master, chiefly on 
ground that, as the officer filing the bill would not be justified 
in making the entry in the book, unless an affidavit to the 

uired effect was produced to him at the-time, his certificate 
that the bill was duly filed must be taken to include a certifi- 
cate that the affidavit was filed also. 


ATTORNEY AND CLIENT—LIEN ON JUDGMENT, INTEREST OF. 
Brunsdon v. Allard, 7 W. R., Q. B., 581. 

The present decision—or rather the full and clearly- 
judgments of Lord Campbell, and of Wightman, Erle, and 
Crompton (Justices), by which it was accompanied, and the 
grounds for it set forth—will tend very materially to clear up a 
point, misapprehension as to which has often been productive of 
much evil. 

It is clear law that an attorney has a lien on the judgment 
of the Court which he assists a client to recover, but the proper 
application of this principle to particular cases is not al 
easy. Where the proceeds of such judgment come into 
attorney’s hand by the result of an execution authorised by the 
client, or by being paid over by the judgment debtor or his 
attorney, the path is clear, as a sufficient portion of such 
ceeds may be retained to discharge the costs of obtaining the 
judgment. But there is, so to speak, a popular impression in 
the profession, that the attorney’s privilege goes much beyond 
this, and extends to prevent any arrangement being made 
against his will between the litigants, the effect of which will 
be to deprive him of his lien. This impression has been much 
strengthened by, if not founded on, certain expressions made 
use of by Lord Mansfield and Lord Kenyon upon this subject 
which have been construed to lay it down for law that for 
litigant to pay or arrange terms with his adversary, after 
ing notice from the attorney not to do so till his bill is 
charged, is like paying a debt which has been assigned 
notice, and consequently is a payment in the payer's 
wrong, (See Welsh v. Hole, 1 Dougl. 237; Read v. 

6 T. R. 361.) 

In truth, however, as by the judgment delivered in 
present case abundantly appears, no such privilege (however 
equitable in some cases its introduction might be) exists in law. 
The parties to the action are domini litis, and may make what- 
ever arrangement of their differences may seem fit in their own 
eyes. The law will not, in short, ae eo yg from 
making the best terms he can with an em or insolvent 
debtor, on the ground that by the proposed t the 
interests of the attorney of one or of both parties . There 
phi Mae Bers pa to this, viz, that the Courts will, in the 
exercise of their equitable jurisdiction, interfere if they cancsee 
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clearly a case of collusion ; or, in the words of Lord Camptell, | 
if it is established to their satisfaction that the arrangement | 
entered into “is a mere juggle to deprive the attorney of his _ 
costs.” Even in such extreme cases, however, the practical | 
course to be pursued, and the remedy to redress the wrong, 
does not seem clearly defined. Mr, Justice Crompton thinks | 
that probably the proper way would be to apply to the Court ! 
to compel the defendant, who has made his own terms with his | 
creditor, to pay the costs of the plaintiff’s attorney ; and 
Mr. Justice Wightman also apprehends the proper mode to 
—-* such @ case, to be by an application to the equitable 

ce of the Court. But Mr. Justice Erle appears to 
think that no interference would be justified, unless the cir- 
‘eumstances showed an actual conspiracy between the parties to 
defraud the attorney. He says too, “the attorney can only be 
said ‘in metaphorical language to have a lien on the judgment, 
and only in language still more metaphorical to have an equi- 
table lien. All this language is intensely undefined, and must 
be very cautiously applied.” 

It:may be here remarked, that the lien of an attorney on a 
jadgment he has recovered for his client, even in the qualified 
‘sense above explained, attaches only to the balance ultimately 
‘to be paid over to the client upon the general and final result 
of the cause; and that as a consequence from this the judgment 
debtor is on all occasions entitled to deduct from the general 
©osts of the cause; on their final settlement, without regard to | 
the tien of the opposite party’s attorney, the costs of special 
issues or of interlocutory proceedings in which such judgment 
debtor may have succeeded in the course of the same suit. On | 
the other hand, no costs or damages may be thus deducted to 
the prejudice of the attorney’s lien, which occur in the course | 
of ‘some other suit between the same parties. ‘And as to this, | 
there is an express rule of court for the attorney’s protection 
een) Gen. H. T. 1853; Pr.'r. 63, re-enacting R. H. 2 Will. 4, 
B. 93). 


Parliament and Legislation. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, Aug. 5. 

Court oF Progpate (Acquisition oF Site) Brit. 
Ratiway Companres ArsrrrAtiOn Brrx. 
Cuarrraste Trusts Acts Contrrivance Brit. 

These Bills were rend ‘a third time and passed. 


IMPRISONMENT FOR SMALL Depts BIL. 
Quzen’s RememprRancer, &c., Brix. 
These Bills passed through committee. 


Law AscerTaunment Facuiries Bi. 

The Lornp CuanceLuor, in moving the second reading of 
this Bill, said, that when questions arose in this country as to 
the law of Scotland, &c., the Courts here ascertained the law 
by examining Scotch ‘and other lawyers, which caused an 
enormous expense to the parties. Under this Bill, when any 

tion arose, it would be remitted to the Court of the country, 
law of which was indispute. That Court would state the 
law, aud would remit their answer to the Court in this 


conntry., 
The Earl of Donoucumorse—Does the Bill apply to 
ireland ? 


The Lory Cuance..or had not specially referred to Ireland, 
because the law of England and Ireland was almost identical. 
Bat if any question arose in any of the Irish courts as to the 
law of Scotland, the Camek-af Genen's Bench there would remit 
the matter to the Court of Session in the same manner as the 
English Courts would do, and then the judges of the Court of 
Session would declare the law of Scotland, and remit their 
anawer to the Court of Queen’s Bench in Ireland. 

The Bill was then read a second time. 


Vexatious Inpiorments Brix. 


On the motion of the Lord Caancetton, the Commons’ 
amendments to this Bill were agreed to. 


Monday, Aug. 8. 

The Royal assent was given by commission to the following 
Bills:—The Admiralty Court Bill, the Jury Trial (Scotland) 
Act Amendment Bill, the Diplomatic Pensions Bill, the Cri- 
minal Justice Middlesex (Assistant Judge) Bill, the Pawn- 
brokers Bill, the Boundaries ( Sensona A , the Chief Supetin- 
tendent (China) Bill, the the Legislative Council 


of Probate, &c. (Acquisition of Site, til ag 
Government (Supplemental) Bill, the 
Power of R Bill, the Barbuda Governmen 

Vexatious Indictments’ Bill, the Charing 


the Lands Improvement Company an and sa hovers wal oa 


vate Bills. 
The Royal Commissioners were the Lord Chancellor, Loti 


Cranworth, and Lord Kingsdown. 


PROBATE AND LETTERS oF ADMINISTRATION (IRELAND) 
Bri. 


This Bill was read a second time. 
IMPRISONMENT FoR Smatt DeBTs B1Lx. 
The report of amendments to this Bill was agreed to. 
Law AscogrTatnment Facrnitres Brix. 
This Bill went through committee. 


Wednesday, Aug. 10. 


PRoBATES AND LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION (IRELAND) 
Brit. 


This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Thursday, Aug. 11. 
Tue Stamp Duties Brix, 
Tue EcciesiasticaL JuRispiction ConTINUANCE Bu, 
These Bills passed through committee. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, Aug. 5. 
THe Propates AND LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION 
(IRELAND) BILL 


This Bill wis read a third time and passed. 
EccumstasticaL Jurispicrion Continuance Bit. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


} Law or Property anp Trustees RELIEF AMENDMENT BLL, 


The report on this Bill was agreed to. 
Tuestlay, Aug. 9. 


Stamp Durivs Buu. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Thursilay, Aug. 11. 
IMPRISONMENT FoR SMALL Deprs Brrr. 
The Lords’ amendments were considered and agreed to. 


Drvorce Court Bri1.' 
The House went into committee on this Bill. 
ding the Divorce Act to Treland was 
clause enabling the Court ‘at discretion to ‘sit ! 
was withdrawn. The ae —_ provides that petitions for 
dissolution of marriage shall be referred to the ; 
General, was also withdrawn. The following clause 
added on the motion of Mr. Craufurd: “The right of 1) 
the House of Lords, given by the 56th a of the 
Act, thall extend to all pow re and bag em 
petitions under the Legitimacy Declaration Act, 
The Bill was reported, and, on the suggestion of the Attorney- 
General, was read a third time and passed. 


ArtTorNEYs anv Souicirors Bru, 
On the question that the amendments made in this Bill be 


considered, 

Mr. Kniour complained that the Bill had been horse 
through its different stages at unseasonable hours. He had no 
fault to find with the first clause, which professed to the 
education of solicitors by enabling law clerks who taken & 
degree at a universivy to be admitted to practise as eogr 
sae taas weston b's deabet ingecte ree 
under that profession of a desire to improve the education of 
solicitors there were concealed three or four most 0 
propositions, 

An hon. member moved that the House be counted, and there 
being only 28 members present, the House adjourned 
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designs, 412. 12s, 8d.; the cost of advertising, printing, and 
copying, 542/. 9s.; making a total of 5,886/. 8s. 11d. 


RomisH CHaritixs.—A Government Bill enacts, that en- 
dowments for unlawful purposes—that is to say, estates, &c., 
given for the exclusive benefit of persons professing the Romish 
persuasion, or for any object connected exclusively with that 
religion which is already by law prohibited from taking effect, 
by reason of its being deemed superstitious or otherwise, may 
be subjected to new schemes of administration. Charities for 
lawful purposes are not to be invalidated by the addition of an 
unlawful trust, but the property may be apportioned, and the 
whole applied to lawful purposes. 


~~ 
+> 





Communications, Correspondence, and 
Extracts. 


COUNTY COURT AMENDMENT BILL, 

The following communicatiou, which originally appeared in 
the Daily News, has been forwarded to us by Mr. Blundell, 
but the misapprehension of that journal, and not ours, is that 
to which Mr. Blundell directs his observations :— 


§ir,—Pray permit me to rectify a misapprehension under 
which you evidently labour 9s to the scope and purpose of the 
bill recently introduced into the House of Commons by 
Mr. Collier for limiting in some instances, and accurately 
ascertaining in all cases, the powers of imprisonment for non- 
payment of small debts at present vested in our county court 
judges, Read first time on the 5th ult., a second time about 
ten days later, and its merits by arrangement subjected to the 
scrutiny of a committee of the whole House (that committee 
consisting of upwards of 300 members) ; on Wednesday, the 
20th ult., it passed the ordeal entirely unscathed, no one 
amongst its adversaries—and it had several—venturing to 
divide upon it. It was read a third time nem. con., upon the 
following day, and has little or nothing now, save grouse and 
partridge shooting, to contend against in the House of Lords. 
“No man can tether time or tide” undoubtedly, but even 
moderate exertion on the part of its very many noble friends 
and patrons will ensure its becoming law this session. 

And now, sir, what after all is this measure? Simply what 
Mr, Collier calls it—an enactment “to abolish the power of 
imprisoning without hearing;’—an. arbitrary power too long 
confided to all our county court judges, and too long scanda- 
lously abused by very many of them, 

Should Mr. Collier's bill eventually become law, no county 
court judge hom forthe future be oor s do what?—why, to 
imprison, sir, for non-appearance, and non-appearance only, In 
other words, it will be incumbent on him, ere he athe: Mc 
sentence, to inquire at least cursorily into the circumstances of 
the case. No doubt this will occasion him some additional 
trouble; but for what, save for the trouble they either do take, 
orare supposed to take, do judges receive salaries? 

Again, this Bill, should it become law, will most unquesticn- 
ably cireumscribe powers, now virtually all but nnlimited; but 
since these learned gentlemen will still retain the power of 
imprisoning insolvent debtors, in all cases of fraud in the 

il contraction of the debt—in all cases of fraudulent 
away with pro with intent to defeat the honest 

of creditors—and in all cases of obstinate persistence in 
non-payment, when of the means of liquidating a 
justdemand, it surely cannot be contended that their authority 
have? What is it their supporters 

clamour for ? During the year 1858 as many as 11,301 per- 
sons Were committed to for debts, which, on the average, 
very little exceeded £3, and of those 11,501 unfortunates, no 
fewer than 8,361 were committed by these threescore gentle- 
men, or, to speak quite accurately, by fifty-nine of them, for 
on Cireuit 3 there was not a single case of such commitment 
the entire twelvemonth—for non-appearance only. Yes, 

sir, a8 matters stand, folks, under the now existing law, are 
Sent to prison as a mere matter of course, without more inquiry 
than whether they are, or are not, present when their names 
we-called out from the cause list. No one knows or cares 
Whether the defendants are sick in hospital, or on a dying bed, 
at work and forbidden to attend, invalid, or bedridden and 

to come; whether they are ignorant and cannot read, or 
Vuzzle-pated and cannot comprehend the verbiage endorsed 
‘pon the summons; whether they are timid, and afraid to 
come, or obstinate, and doggedly determined to keep (as they 





flatter themselves they may contrive to do) out of harm’s way. 

“ A. B.,” exclaims the registrar.. Noreply. “ Forty days !” 
The summons, the dead silence, and the sentence following like 
watchword, countersign and “ pass,” and so through the alphabet. 
I have myself heard more than twenty sentenced in little more 
than halfan hour. Hence occurred such cases as those in which 
minors, and those young women, too, were sent to prison for trifling 
debts contracted when they were little girls in pinafores;and it 
well might be that, upon at least two circuits, similardooms were 
pronounced against “ toddling wee things,” who owed ninepence 
for wax-dolls or lollipops. Nobody knows, nobody inquires, 
and nobody cares. , 

Yet still more flagrant is that oppressive clause which em- 
powers county court judges to commit defendants who do not 
reside within their own districts; and in reference to which 
Mr. Stapylton, himself a county court judge, speaking from his 
own experience, says: “I have known many instances of 
labouring men and mechanics living in the county of Durham 
committed for forty days for non-ap ce to a summons 
after judgment, issued out of courts from fifty to 300 miles 
from the county of Durham. The judges must have acted on 
the ex parte evidence of the plaintiffs; and what possible evi- 
dence could they have had that the defendants—working men 
—had the means to travel fifty to 300 miles, and refused te do 
so?” What, indeed? The naiveté of such a question would 
disarm one’s indignation were the abuse of magisterial autho- 
rity one whit less flagrant. But, thank God, the torrent of 
oppression and absurdity has spent itself— 


“ The force of folly could no further go.” 


It is worth observing that, after all, grave doubts exist 
whether the first section of Mr. Collier’s proposed enactment 
will, should it be carried, alter the existing law. I say, sir, 
“law,” and don’t of course mean “ practice.” Both Mr. Collier 
and Sir H. S. Keating argued as I, ever since I became a county 
court reformer, have contended, that nineteen-twentieths of the 
myriad commitments for small debts which have spread horror 
and indignation throughout every corner of the land, if not 
illegal altogether, were most certainly not the result of any im- 
perative and unavoidable obligation which coerced the judges 
—for that the power given to them by 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, 
of committing—if they “should think fit "—was quite discre- 
tionary. In this opinion, it should be observed, moreover, the 
large majority of these learned gentlemen concur; a small 
minority of some fifteen or sixteen only,—believing that the 
words, “if he shall think fit,” do not, in fact, empower any of 
them to consider for himself whether an incarceration he 
is urged to order, is or is not in accordance with what 
the late Philosopher Square was wont to call “the fit- 
ness of things;” but, on the contrary, enforce upon him 
the duty of committing, whether he ‘thinks fit’ or not, 
and render it, indeed, a mere work of supereroga- 
tion upon his part, to think at all. Hence, sir, I mean from 
these “conflicts of the law,” results the anomaly, that on one 
circuit the judge committed in the year 1858 no fewer than 
720 debtors, while on another but 26 were during the same 
twelve months sent to prison; the proportion being, after 
making fair allowance for the difference in the number of the 
plaints on these two circuits, which was indeed considerable, as 
26 to 230. Both judges no doubt acted conscientiously, but 
both extremes cannot of course be right. As it, however, 
availed little for any poor forlorn and friendless individual, a 
female farm labourer, factory girl, or orphan maid servant, for 
instance—who, for a debt of a few shillings, aye, or a few 

ce, contracted with a hawker three or four years i 


in 
act, when she was a little girl in bib and tucker, had been 
(though still. a minor at the time of her commitment to a 
criminal misdemeanant’s cell) incarcerated by the order. of 
a county court judge ;—that order made in defiance equally 
of common law, common justice, common decency, and commor 
sense; as it would, sir, indubitably, little avail such a helpless 


one to be told, some six weeks subsequently, that is to say, at 
the expiration of her forty days’ unjust confinement—* It 
is true you have been illegally and most cruelly imprisoned; 
but it is also true that you are poor, and consequently our lax 
affords you no redress whatever ;”"—-Mr. Collier and his sap- 
porters deemed it best upon the whole to re-enact, in a decla- 
ratory form, and in the simplest, plainest, and most concise 
language possible, what had in fact, as they believe, at all 
times been the law. The result, thus far, your readers are 

uainted with. 

me word, sir, as to the apprehended injury which will 
accrue in consequence of the contraction of credit which it is 
fancied will be consequent upon the passing of Mr. Collier's 
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Bill. Can it be supposed that petty shopkeepers and pedlars 
part with their goods, relying, not on the honesty or position of 
their customer, but on their power of imprisoning him in cases 
where he not only possesses nought to pay withal, but is allowed 
on all hands to be an honest man? If not, what harm will the 
proposed change in the law do to them? If'so, the sooner such 
@ loose mode of doing business is checked the better. Was 
credit quite unknown among them prior to 1847? The real 

is, sir, not that petty shopkeepers and hawkers won't 
give any credit, but that they give‘it recklessly and without in- 
quiry. It isnot, moreover, a question of whether eighty days shall 
or shall not be a sufficient imprisonment to condone a debt of £50 
due from an honest man. Trucit is, that £50 is the highest sum 
in-réspect of which a county court judge ever can imprison, as 
9d. is the lowest sum in respect of which a county court judge 
ever has imprisoned a defaulting debtor; but the practical 
result is this—during the year 1858, the average amount for 
which committals were ordered by county court judges was 
81. 14s, 4d. Eighty days’ imprisonment might, methinks, 
@xpiate the non-payment even of a larger sum in all cases in 
which no fraud is proved against an insolvent.—I am, &c., 

B. BLUNDELL, F.S.A. 

Library, Law Institution, London, August 1. 

PS.—yYou are right in saying that the report of the Select 
Committee of County Court Judges has been but just received. 
That is the truth, but it is also true that their report has been 
of set purpose delayed by them. The late Chancellor, Lord 
Chelmsford, so long ago as April last, confided to them the task 
which they did not execute till the 27th of July. There is 
the less excuse for this, as they had nothing to do but send 
round circulars to their fraternity, they having positively 
refased—teste meipso—to receive oral evidence. 


> 





Che Law of Attorney or Solicitor anv Client. 
(By J. Narizr Hicerns, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 


Ii. 
PROCEEDINGS BEFORE JUDICIAL TRIBUNALS. 
(Continued from page 764.) 
Change of Attorney by the Client pendente lite—We have 


seen under what circumstances an attorney may with- 


draw ein a@ suit, against the will of the client, Let us now 
inquire under what circumstances the client can dismiss his 
attorney from a suit, during its pendency. It is first to be 
observed, that a change of the attorney of a party to a suit 
may be considered not only with relation to the attorney so 


removed, but also to the opposite party. The latter, of 
course, ought to know with whom he and his attorney are 
to treat, and who is, for all the purposes of the suit, the 
attorney of the other side. It is only necessary, however, for 
our present purpose, to inquire into the rights and obligations 
of the attorney, whom his client proposes to remove from the 
record and the conduct of the suit. 

Tn a common law action, the attorney may be changed at 
any stage upon the order of a judge (Reg. Gen. H. T. 1853); 
Davies v. Lowndes (3 C. B. 808). The order is made on a 
Summons by the client calling upon the attorney on the 
record to show csuse why another attorney should not be 
sppointed in his stead; it cannot be made upon an ex parte 
application, and there must be a previous summons; Gillow v. 
Rider (15 C, B. 729). Under the old practice, when pending 
& suit, a party obtained a judge’s order for changing his attor- 
hey, it was unnecessary to file a new warrant; Wood v. Plant 
(1 Taunt. 44). 

The order for changing the attorney in an action at law is 


usually drawn up on payment of the attorney’s taxed bill in | 


the cause; the general rule in courts of common law being, 
that he is entitled to be paid his bill before he is dismissed, 

the order is made for change of the attorney upon pay- 
ment of costs, and the bill of costs is delivered, if the ient 
does not have it taxed, or pay the amount, the attorney may 
get the order rescinded. 

No order is necessary for the appointment of another attor- 
meéy on the death of the attorney on the record (Anon. 12 
Mod. 440); but of course notice must be given to the opposite 
party of the appointment of a new attorney, before the latter 
fan take any proceeding; Ryland y. Noakes (1 Taunt. 342; 
and see Ashley y. Brown (19 L, J., Q. B., 477). 

In the Court of Chancery, an order for the change of a 
solicitor may be obtained as of course, upon a petition for that 
La ean lnge Rolls, unless where the circumstances appear to be 

as may require the judgment of the Court:—See “Tripp's 





Chancery Forms,” p. 123, form 197, There is generally, hoy. 


ever, 2 material ence as to the rights of the solicitor, in 
case where his client dismisses him from the suit, and whi 
retires from the suit against the will of the client, 

If aclient discharges his solicitor, the Court will not take 
papers from the latter, unless upon payment of. his bill; as} 
which we shall have occasion hereafter to speak at length, -undy 
the head of an attorney’s lien. But where a solicitor declines) 
proceed with a suit in Chancery, he will generally be orderd, 
though his costs are unpaid, to deliver up the papers to the ney 
solicitor of the party, upon his un ing to. hold then, 
subject to the former soliciter’s lien for what shall be founj 
due to him on the taxation of his bills of ‘costs; Colegravey, 
Manby (Tur. & Russ. 400); Griffiths v. Griffiths (2 Hare 587); 
and see O'Dea v. O'Dea (1 Sch. & Lef. 315); Cowell v. Simpam 
(16 Ves, 281); Morgan v. Taylor (7 W. R. 285), At all event, 
he cannot refuse to allow the new solicitor to see ‘his clients 
papers, and to make such use.of them as is necessary for pro. 
ceeding with the suit; or else he must himself attend the Cour 
with them; Commerell v. Poynton (1 Sw. 1). But where th 
relationship of attorney and client is terminated by the act of 
the client, the Court will be very slow to impose any aétin 
duty upon the former, unless the client has first discharged 
his duty by paying the costs due to the attorney. Tim 
a bankrupt who. had employed a solicitor ‘to ‘procure’ th 
signatures of creditors, and afterwards ceased, to. employ. him, 
was held not to be entitled to make the solicitor prove th 
signatures until his costs were paid; La parte Shore (1 Deae,t 
Ch. 509), 

In Coxe y. Martin (2 Beay. 584), after a demurrer was 4l- 
lowed, the plaintiff’s solicitor refused to proceed with the sui 
or to deliver up the papers until his bill was paid, upon te 
ground that it was impossible to prosecute the suit isfully; 
and after some doubt, Lord Langdale, M.R., held that the oi 
ginal solicitor must deliver the papers to the new solicitord 
the plaintiff, he undertaking to prosecute the cause with dil- 
gence; and such order was to be without prejudice to any righ 
of lien and re-delivery, after the hearing of the cause... 

The usual order in such. cases is, that the delivery of te 
papers is to be without prejudice to the lien of the solicitors 
delivering them, and upon an undertaking to return them m™ 
defaced within ten days after the hearing ; Heslop v., Metealt 
(3 Myl. & Cr. 183). y 

So, where there was a dispute as to the mode and extent 
a solicitor’s remuneration, and he refused to proceed. in th 
cause until it had been settled,.and also refused either 
accept a sum less than what he claimed for costs, or to delive 
up the client’s papers, Sir J. Romilly, M,R., ordered himt 
deliver up the papers to a new solicitor, upon his 
to proceed with due diligence, and, to hold them, subject tothe 
existing lien of the original solicitor in the cause; Wilsons. 
Emmett (19 Beay. 234). is 

But where a person has employed a jirm of solicitors, he hs 
the option of changing, without payment of his bill of costs 
and of having his papers. delivered to a new solicitor, b 
dissolution of the partnership of the firm; for a dissolutiond 
a partnership of solicitors operates as a discharge bs 
by their clients, if they wish to avail themselves of it. 
where a party has employed in a cause a firm of two 
in partnership, the retirement of one of such partners was hell 
to operate us a discharge of the client by the solicite 
thereupon the client was declared to be entitled to require. 
the papers in the cause should be delivered to, his new, solicité 
upon the usual undertaking; Grifithe v. Grifithe (2 Hare, 

If there be any peculiar circumstances in. the case, the 
of which might be to induce the Court, if it were a 
with them, to refuse making an order for the change of 
solicitor, it is improper to obtain an order as of course .at the 
Rolls. Accordingly, in a case where a solicitor was mortgagee 
certain shares of a fund in court in a cause, and the: 
deed contained very special provisions as to the conduct of 
suit by the solicitor, on behalf of the poner oy were. 
fendants in the cause, Kindersley, V.C., di ged an. 
for changing the solicitor which had been so oaanet aan 
ground that under the circumstances @ special we 
necessary; Jenkins y. Bryant (3 Drew, 70; 6. .¢. 3 W, R. 80) 
There is a similar practice at common law, and under som 
circumstances a judge will refuse toanake an order for changing 
the attorney in an action; Wynne v. Wynne (28.0. W. RB. 619; 
9 Dowl. 898). P 

Extent of attorney's authority.—The) extent of an 
authority ds, of course, upon what is ¢ od, Or. dit 
plied by his client’s retainer. A general retal 
attorney to accept service of process and appear for the 
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but not, as we have already seen, to commence an action at 


w, or institute @ Suit in ‘equity for him; Wilson y. Wilson 
4 Jac. & W.457); Wright v, Castle (3 Mer. 12). A special re- 
tainer gives authority only in reference to its particular subject- 
an attorney is‘ employed to bring an action, 
he has not thereby authority to accept service of process in a 
cross action; but when he is employed as attorney in the cause, 
he remains 80 until it is finished, or until he is displaced by 
another. (See cases collected in “Stephen's Lush’s C. L. Pr.” 
182.) 

‘Liability of client for unauthorised proceedings of ee 

is sometimes a question of great difficulty as to how far a 

t is liable, not to his attorney, but to other parties, in con- 

of proceedings against them, or by which ‘their rights 

have been affected, by an attorney in the hame, but without the 

authority, of the client, for the particular proceeding or act 

complained of. In some cases, as we shall see, a client is pre- 

cluded from denying that his attorney has acted without autho- 

rity; but of Course this ‘rule is meeéssarily subject to many 
restrictions. ; 

As a.general rule, an attorney is so completely the agent of, 
and substitute for, his client in proceedings before judicial 
tribunals, that the client is bound by every act of his attorney, 
however hard upon the client, provided it be done in the ordi- 
‘nary course of ure, uiless the attorney is guilty of fraud 
o¢eollusion with the opposite side. Unless there be fraud or 
collusion, or at all events distinct knowlédge by the opposite 
party, that the particular act of the attorney is forbidden or 
unauthorised by his client, the only question is, whether the 
act is properly within such general authority of the attorney 
asmay be presumed from the professional relation between him 
and his client. 

, The attorney represents his client throughout ‘the cause 
from its commencement to its termination; Richardson v. Peto 
Dowl. P. C. 76, per Tindal, C. J.); Rew v. Addington 

Sawyer, 259): and the client of course is bound ty whatever acts 
‘of his attorney in & cause, orn Yéference to-a cause, are ly 
tthe business of the attorney to do; and thus, as between the client 
and the opposite side, the client is bound by whatever form of 
action pee ~~ rape adopts, even G3 it is im- 
proper; 80, i pleads an improper plea, &c.; Payne v. 
Chuter (1 Roll. ‘Rep. 365); and see psa v. Lloyd (3 Wils. 
a); Bates v. Pilling (6 B, & C. 38); Codrington v. Lloyd (8 Ad. 
&Ell.449). Thus in Latuch v.Pasterante (1 Salk. 86), where the 
plaintiff's attorney signed judgment, for want of the defendants 
Joining issue in due time, but afterwards the attorney consented 
tonccept the joinder in issue, the plaintiff was held to be bound by 
the consent of his attorney. 

(To be continued.) 


The Provinces 


WAKEFIELD —The Attack on the Right Hon. James Stuart 
Wortley.—In reference to this. occurrence, Mr. Wortley has ad- 
dressed the following letter'to Mr. Marsden, of Wakefield, the 
solicitor for the West Riding ;~— 

Upper mn House, Mortlake, §, W., Aug. 3. 

My dear Sir,—I am very gra’ for the sympathy of my friends 
the occasion of the late injury attemipted upon me on Monday night; but 

more trivial than appears to have been su} - Tt is quite true 
P ons ve thrown ‘from Pe cow M4 « I M4 Neate tee 
“with sufficient force to penetrate at, rough the ie 
bone ; but the blow was not a heaty one, and prodtced no serious effect ; 
and I think it very probable that it Was nothing but a 
Beets from the street. I am 


anadversary who would not 
I remain : 
dean Marsden, Bq 
+) — 
veland 


Ulin Nepphict, ins da ble thack by sho Uoensteeeieny 
pears just $8) y n er; 

for Ireland to the different county treasurers, them 

that it is the intention of the Government to defray all ex- 





penses attending prosecutions and witnesses at assizes and 
quarter sessions for the year en March 31, 1860, out of 
the public revenue. A return is to be made by the treasurer 
after each sessions and assize of. such ¢ which he is to 
forward to the Secretary of the Treasuty. This step ‘has ‘of 
course ‘given great ‘satisfaction, a heavy burden being thus 
taken off the shoulders of the ratepayers and placed wpon 
those of the Consoliduted Fond. The sums seedy pu on 
account of such expenses since the Ist of April last, Will be ze - 
funded to the credit of each county. 


Dearh or ex-Baron PeNneratier.—The. death of the 
venerable Richard Pennefather, who, not very long ‘since, 
retired oy the Court of Exchequer, of which the ‘had ‘béén an 
ornament for upwards of thi ears, took place suddenly on 
Sunday last, at his tin "oe Clea: The lamented 
gentleman hed attained a patriarchal age, and could Have 
wanted but few years of fourscore and ten. He was called to 
the bar in 1795. He left Dublin in perfect health on Satur- 
day morning in company with his medical attendant, and bore 
the journey to Clonmel remarkably well. He expired Gh the 
following moriiing dt half-past seven o'clock. 


THe New Super in Bankruprcoy.—The Evening Mail 
says that the judgeship, vacant by the death of the Hon. 
Patrick Plunkett, has been conferred upon Mr. David Lyach, 
QC. The appoi ts likely to be popular, Mr. Linch is 
a Roman Catholic, but has never taken a prominent part in 
politics, 

Crmme iN InpLanp.—A blue-book lately issued from the 
Office of the printers to Parliament contains tables shOwing 
his sunhe Wr‘ peiibies csititeel or held to bail for trial at 
the assizes and sessions in Ireland in the past year, 1858. The 
number of commitments for trial in 1858 was'6308, * 8 
reduction of 12.51 ‘per cent. on those of the previous year. 
The decrease extended to all classes of crime. The 
proportional decline is exhibited in class 2, “forgery and 
offences against the currency.” ‘A very marked reduction is 
also noticeable in offences agaimst property committed with 
violence. The.convictions last year were 3,350, or 53.11 per 
cent. of the committals, against 6,308. 18 persons Were found 
to be of unsound mind. Five of the conyicted culprits were 
consigned (or sentenced) to the scaffold, four were sentenced 
to penal servitude for the term of their natural lives, five for 15 
years, 57 for 10 years, 18 for six years, 141 for four years, and 
120 for three years and under; the rest were sentenced to im- 
prisonment for three years and under, besides 488 whipped, 
fined, or discharged. Between 1855 and 1856 the decline in 
male committals was 15.32, and that of females 33.11 per 
cent. In 1857 the male committals exceeded those in 1856 by 
7.08 per cent., while the females exhibited a reduction of 12.48 
per cent. The prisoners of 1858 were less educated than those 
of 1857, but still far in advance of those committed in any of 
the years between 1852 and 1856. The proportion of pri- 
soners ‘Teturned as “able to read only” is, however, be- 
low ‘every one of the years included in the table. 1,726 
could read and write, 838 could read only, 2,201 could neither 
read nor write, and of 1,548 the degree of instruction was not 
ascertained. The continued decline of juvenile prisoners 
(ander 17 years of age) is a gratifying feature of these returns. 
The total commitments last year were in the n of one 
to every 1,039 of the population; in 1857 it was one in every 
909, and in 1856 one in every 923. 

The chairmanship of the county of Louth, vacant by ‘the 
yer? of Mr. Lynch, has been conferred upon Mr. 

eah 


QC. 
> 


Births, Marriages, anv Deaths, 
BIRTES. 
BUCKLE—On Aug. 9, at York, the wife of Joseph Buckle, Bag, of a 


daughter. , 
eo oe ae Aug. 7, the wife of William Burgon, Esq., Solicitor, Croy- 
& danghter. 
CO Oe batt on ee Ale, Sony. Sangin le, a 
a ir. 
CREER’ On Ang at Aah Kent, the wife of Leslie Creery, Esq., 


AR mtn Asie. b, pe Semmonaie-enet, Bloomsbury, the wife of 
. J. Harrison, Esq., Solicii a son, 
se Gh North, Hyde-park, the 


POLLARD—On Ang. 9, at. 5, Gloucester-crescent 

. Octa ! > of % 
wife of George vius Pollan, Esq, @ son. Se 
2 Esq, of ason. 


RAFFLES—On Aug. 3, at 21 ~ li 
* w, of & 
. 1, the wife of William Tooke 
‘Aug. %.at Cambridge, the Witt of Thomas Waraker, 
t-Law, of a son. 
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MARRIAGES. 


BALIEFF—SAUNDERS—On Aug. 3, at Stretford church, ee te E. 
Birch, rector of St. Saviour’s, Manchester, Joh n M. Balieff, of Man. 


assisted a by the Rev. T. Pelham Dale, rector of 
and afternoon lecturer of St. Pancras, Barnabas 
oe Ann, daughter of James Patten, 
DOWGLASSE—CARDALE—On Aug. 4, at the Catholic Apostolic Church, 
Catherine Newton, fourth daughter of the late Themas 
‘lasse, Esq., to Edward Cardale, , of 2, Bedford-row, London. 
EGER —THOMPSON—On Aug. ra at r: Paul’s, Fazeley, Henry Eger- 
ton, Esq., of a ogg a —_ Hanover-terrace, a pk to Anne, 
denabenr ot the Rev. Thompson, incumbent of 
HODGSON—CLIPPERTO is eae 11, at Christ Church, Hawthorne, 
near Melbourne, by the Rev. Wm. Wood, B.A., the Hon, Major Hodg- 
son, M.L.C., of Studley, to Isabella Angell, eldest daughter of John 
, Esq., Solicitor, Richmond, Victoria, formerly of Bedford-row, 


MARTIN—MARTIN—On Aug. 9, at es S Church, Tredegar-square, 
Bow-road, Charles Martin, Esq., Solicitor, of Strodd, Kent, to Emma, 
only daughter of James. Martin, Esq., Surveyor to Lioyd’s Register of 


British and Foreign Shipping, 

SCARISBRICK—HUDDLESTONE—On ‘Aug. 3, at the a pee chureh, Ken- 
pg A edie whch gh iny we J. C. Scarisbrick, Esq., Solicitor, to 
Jane, eldest daughter of the late John Huddlestone, Esq., Elterwater- 


SHARP—ROWE—On Aug. 3, at St. George’s, Hanover-square, Charles 
Kirkpatrick Sharp, Esq., Solicitor, of 1, eee cag te al 
to Emma, daughter of the late E. C. W. Rowe, Esq., Surgeo 

SURTEES—BOSWORTH—On Aug. 9, at St. James's Church, "Piccadilly, 
Sir 8. Villiers Surtees, Chief Justice of the Manritis, to Barbara Eliza, 
-_ daughter of the late Rev. William Bosworth, of Charley-hall, in 

the county of Leicester. 

WATHEN—GALE—On Aug. 4, at the parish church, Norwood, = the 
Rey. t Gale, incumbent of St. Andrew’s, Bradford, brother of the 
poovag by the Rev. Adam Compton Thomson, curate of Norwood, 

john Beardmore Wathen, Ly? of a anne mana 
. Emma Gale, the niece and adopted child of George Knight, Esq., of 


Norwood. esex. 
WRAY—CROFTON—On June 27, at the Old Cathedral, Calcutta, by en 

Lord Bishop, George Octavius Wray, Esq., J.P., a Judge of of the Court 
aes to Melesina, daughter of the late Rev. withesn 


Crofton, rector of Skreene, county of Sligo, and siste sister of the Rev. H. 
Woodward Crofton, H.M.’s Chaplain at Rangoon. 
DEATHS. 
BENNETT—On Aug. 9, of Ba vars Lucy aa Som card of Rowland 
Nevitt Bennett, ., of Cornwall-terrace, and Lincoin’s-inn, aged 10 


CAMPBELL—On Aug. I, at ey Ryde, I. W., of consumption, in 
her 18th year, Jane Piggott Cam 
jay ng Poe of Mase hill Tobago, W. 1., and granddaughter of the 

‘ott, Chief ‘Justice of the same island. 

CLAIRE On Jey 31, at lh apg one in the Ls year of his age, 

Richard of the County 


er of Lin- 

caln, Newark, Northampton, and 
5 en aa cane. D at Liskeard, pd John Jones, Esq., aged 70. He 
with the of wtighaltans of that borough for more than 20 years, 


the por-ve boa integrity, and honour for which through life he was 


LONGDEN—On June 16, at Futtepore, where he was staying for change 
of air, in his 40th year, Edward Harcourt , Esq., of Allahabad, late 
of Agra, third son of the late J. R. Longden, Esq., of Doctors’ Commons. 

SIM July 2, at Rio de Janeiro, on board the ship Ida Zeigler, from ac- 
cidentally falling down the hatchway, Robert, the eldest and beloved son 

of William Sim, Esq., of Windsor, Berks, and Danes-inn, Strand, aged 19. 


oo oe 
Anclaimed Stock in the Bank of Lugland. 


The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
iaithicenwenemerd i ing the same, unless other Claimants 


appear within Three Me i— 
ATEINSOX, a “ere Wallingford, Berks, £33 : 6 : 8 Old South 
Sea Annuities.—Claimed by Wiatam ATKINSON. 


Bett, Joun, Esq., New Broad-street, One Dividend on £42: 10: 0 per 
annum ‘Antuuities.~ —~ Claimed by CaaRrtes Port, acting executor of 
Ann Bell, deceased, who was the sole execugrix of the said John Bell 


Besnerr, Cuanves Fox, Merchant, Bristol, and Ann Fretp, Widow, Stam- 
ford-inn, £22: 9: 7 Three per Cent. Consols.—Claimed by Caartes Fox 

B J Ray nt Meicombe £333 : 

WER, JAMES, Dorset, deceased, 4:8 Three 
per Cent. Consols. Consols.—Claimed by the Rev. James Henny Bower, WILLIAM 
Exsor, and Witt1am Bower Scorr, the executors. 

“Gteep, Rev. Georcr, Chalfont St. Peter’s, Bucks, £305 : 18 : 3 Consols.— 
Claimed by Geonce Girep. 

‘GouLsurs, Epwarp Meraick, Esq., Balliol College, Oxford, £70 Consols. 
—Claimed by Rev. Epwarp Mevnick Govu.sven, D.D. 

Hout, Tuomas, Gent., Charlton-crescent, Islington, £52 :15 : 10 Reduced. 
—Ciaimed by Joan "BLoUNT Price, the executor. 

Mannine, WittiaM, Esq., Totteridge, Herts, CLavpius Srepnen Hi 
Esq., Totteridge, Herts, Tuomas Boroort, Esq., Ri whale, Gaiep. ehh boas 
Kwiont, Esq., Rudge, Salop, One Dividend on £2,000 3 per Cents,— 
Claimed by MA corr, Spinster, sole executrix of Thomas Boycott, 
deceased, who was the survivor. 

Mittzs, Rey. Ricwarp, Sloane-street, Micnart bp aggy Be Gent., James 
Brows, Gent., and Jonw: Lipsy, Gent.; all’ of Kea, Corn wall, £200 
Consols. Rev. Ricuarp Lo ag Faancis Tempce, and 
pavenrtnn ome , § 

was 


survivor, 
Peasy, Rev. Cuautes, "Trinity College, Cambridge, now Bishop of Mel- 





bourne, Three pinieents op ae per Cents.—Claimed by Right 
Rev. CHARLES Perry, » Bishop 

baer, Mary ANNE Keaxster, Spinster , Woodlands, Lancashire, £295 : 9: § 
New 3 per Cents.—-Claimed by Marr Anne Keagstey Picor. 

Tyxer, Haxgter, Spinster, Hornchurch, Essex, £400 Consols.—Claimed 
by Marta Masutrer, wife of Octavius Mashiter, administratrix — 
will annexed. 

26 ge 


Weirs at Raw and Next of Rin. 

j Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere. 

Barker, Witt1aM BurKHarpt, Esq., late of Regent's-park-terrace, Re. 
gent’s-park (who died at Sinope, in "Turkey, on or about Jan. 28, 1886), 

' Barker and others v. Barker, M. a. Noy. 

WatrorD, Isaac, Brewer, Halsted, Essex ay died in or about Oct., 1849), 
Lillie v. Wilson, V. C. Stuart. Nov. 1. 

LANGLEY, Wi.1am, Comedian, agg (who died in or about May, 1850), 
Parsons v. Parsons, V. C. Stuart. 

STALLION, Wrurtam, ¢ Gent., Briming-hall, iugenden, Pa (who died ia 
or about Feb., 1859), Ayers wv, Scott, M. R. Nov. 2 


——_—>—_— 
English Punds. 














Enotisn Founps. Fri. | Sat.. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur. 
Bank Stock .........+| 2233 | . 223 | 2223) 2982] ., 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann... si | 9 95% { { 
3 per Cent. Cons. Ann... 9 of i 
na Hgeeag gyri 95 va 5 
New Paper Os Cent. os ‘ oe os pe 
5 per seh we ee ea +s om 
a ee (exp, dan, 4. . | Mele } nie}. ii 
Do. 30 years (exp.tan. 5, a 
Do. sived years 8 (exp. ‘Apr. 5, tae 
it el ee ak, baie ancien la 
India Loan Debentures..| 944 = 934 5 | 94 942 | 94 
India Loan Scrip. ......| = | 94 io 7s a 
one beet «elias sa x ag 4s 4a Ss Pe" 
Consols for account ....| .- | 94 | 958 #| 958 @ 4 | 954 
bes pa! Mar.|27830s p|30s27sp|27s26sp) .. Hw 

pre “i ry se *e a ve: 

Exch. ee se «+ {27s26sp}) .. ve ob 
Ditto és oe ee os sé i 
ia. Bills csi 27s30sp} .«- 278268 p|26s30sp/25s8sp | .. 
tto . oe . «s oo - 


une: ° 
pon * eet gene’ fa ee se ee ee ee ah 
Exch, ce Bonds, 1868 » 33 | 
pitto(ander £1,000) 2.1 22}: | 


Railway Stock. 


























RaltwaYs. | Sat. | Mon. | Tues. Wed. | Thur. | Fri. 
Birk. pony teers June... ee ois a es oe ¥ 
Bristol a eter ove! ee Pr 
Caledonian... .| sat ond 825 19 ah; 14 24 | 82) 
Chester and Holyhead. . as ee ee y « 
Eastern Counties ....-.| 58h 3 | 5844 | 58h] .. mt 56h 
Eastern Union A. Stock.| .. ee oe ee a be 

Ditto B. Stock ....| .. | 29 8h] -- “a re 
Lo bona rary aie 95 95 e oe os a 
Edinburgh ow] .. oe ee oe ee ex: 
Edin. oy ap arr reg ss 26 ee . 26 + 


Glasgow & South-Weeta.|:. | .. | cs | ose. | oe 
Great Northern ....../ 101 102 os e «+ [101g4 
Ditto A, Stock ....| 82 83 83 Rs at fe: 





Ditto B. Stoc! on 132 132 133 o aa 
Gt. Bach te Went. (ire.), oa na ar ie ee ie 
Great Western .....+..| 59} [60 599 | 59h $ | 5993 | 5984) 59 

Do. Stour V1 - G. Stk.) bt be es ‘am a 


- a 
Lon, Brighton & S. Coast, at Ay 1 Ag rt 110 | Ati ial 
London & North-Wstrn.. 9; ‘t 4} 194} 38 

London South-West tg 94. n 


Man. Sheff. & Li S536) .. os 
Midland veaannl 104 a)045 toad § 1044 | 1 1044 
Ditto Birm. i Derby| ee oe ee e Pr 
Norfolk .....++. steel «ite 62 | 614 cot pe tes 
North British .,...... ee ee 58 7 57 e *e 
North-Rastera (Bewek j} 92 92, | 92 91g 2). gt 
Ditto, Leeds...» tty 45h 4 i Respite coi 
Ditto York seewreee oe 7 $ 74 - o* * 
North London ........ | ee ve os ay ee ee 
Oxford, Wore. & Wolver.. oe 314 ee oe ee 


Scottish Central eeene 4.0% ard oe ee 
Scot. N.E. Aberdeen Stk.| 25 25 
Do. Scotsh. Mid. Stk.| 


gar hire Union. game Sriaainn sere hea u 45 ee 
Bouth Devan -noogr+s++ 73h 4 vt mi remenr mn By 
Wales vsscsscsse} oe | 6 61g bo) pews 
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state Grchange Report. 


AT THE MART. 
y Messrs. Peter Broap & Px: 
Freehold House, 4 eon -street, Mersueenes } let on lease, at £47 
annum.— oy £715. 
Villa Residences, Nos. 9 & 10, Kennett-terrace, Richmond- 


Leasehold, Two 
road, Hackney ; term, fr years from Midsummer, 1853; ground-rent, 


£42 per annum.—Sold 

Merck. k--¥.. Burton-crescent, St. Pancras ; held hal 
years from 2; ground-rent, 1: 10: O per annum; - 
mated annual value, £70.—Sold for £200. 

Leasehold, Three Cottages, known as “ Bloomfield Cottages,” and three 
houses and shops, Kensal-road, A an Pe term, 25 years from Mid- 
summer, 1859; ground-rent, £26 per annum; let at £66: 12: 0 per 
aynum.—Sold for £155. 

Freehold House, No. 21, Gillam’ 's-court, Rotherhithe-street, Rotherhithe. 


—Sold for £90. 

By yo es 
Plot of Freehold a. Bullding Ground ces-street, and four houses, Nos. 
aes oul Onainoutt Leeman let at £33 : 3: 0 per annum.— 


Sold 0. 
Copyhold Houses, Nos. 16 & 17, Princes-street, Lambeth ; let at £27: 6:0 
Sold for £220. 


Caroline-street, near the Canal-bridge, Old Kent- 
per annum.—Sold for £145. 
By Messrs. WINsTANLEY. 
Premises, V: - walk, Vauxhall, comprising wheelwright’s- 
dwelling-house, yard, and a plot of ground, Glasshouse-street, with 
stable, chaise-house, counting-house, &c.; let at £72 per annum.-~Sold 


Dwelling-houses and Smith’s-shop, &c., Vauxhall-walk; let 
at £72 per annum.—Sold for £900. - 
House, No. 14, Vauxhall-terrace ; let at £20 per annum.—Sold 


, the Black Dog” Public-house, Glasshouse-street, Vauxhall ; 
at £70 per annum -—Sold for £1,520. 
House and Shop, No. 2, preamaagie Fp sy Vauxhall, and cottage 
aa rene; let at £29: 10 per annum.—Sold for 
Houses, Nos. 3, 4, & 5, omega AY yy bong Nos. 2 to 5, Glass- 
3 let at £74 per annum.—Sold for 
Houses, Nos. 16 & 17, Glasshouse-street ; “Tet at £33: 16 per 


annum.—Sold for £200. 
Houses, Nos. 12 to 15, Glasshouse-street; let at £61:2 per 
annum.— Sold for £270. 


Copyhold Houses, Nos. 5 to 11, Glasshouse-street; let at £109:4 per 
annum.—Sold for £470. 
Leasehold House, No. 1, ” Wilton-terrace, Park-roed, Dalston ; term, 
trom Midsummer, 1852; ground-rent, £2: 10 per annum. 


Houses, No. 2, Gretton-terrace, Nos. 31 & 32, William-street, 
and No. 60, Union-row, "Bethnal-green ; held for 84 years from Midsum- 
mer, 1840; ground-rent, £30 per annum. —Sold for £150. 


fa 


Mr. H. E. Murrexw. 

Freehold Dwelling House, | and Warehouses, N » London- wall, 
a aes anny ald for 23,110. 

Freehold No. 64, Minories, in the City of 
London ; let on per annum.—Sold for £700. 

Leasehold Residence, he Spencer-terrace,’ Lower-road, Islington ; let 
OG Fe srs ed Be 2 zee me Mare, 1844; ground-rent, 
#6; 5: 0 per annum.—Sold 

By Messrs. Norton, Hoepart, & Trust. 

Freehold, Rockbeare Estate, Rockbeare, Aylesbeare, Broadclist, South 
Devon, comprising the lordship and manor of Rockbeare, capital family 
residence, with park lands, gardens, fiona rounds, outbuildings, and 
Offices, also several farms, called “ ’s,” Higher and Lower South- 
together about 476a. 3r. 32p. ; let at £733 per annum.—Sold for 


ite the above, containing 116a. 2r, 36p. 
3 let at. £160 per annum.—Sold for 


, “ Marsh, Pithead, & Cottle’s Farm,” near the above, comprising 
cottages, &c., and 116a. Or. 4p; let at £198 per annum.— 


| Enclosures of Arable and Meadow Land, near the above 
Bullding Ground, with reling-hoase thereun, 0 ee 
ig ouse 
Nerwood.. Bold for ’ 
Coline Lad aes Ske last Uok.-—-ead Br 00. 
By Messrs. Gapspen, WinrerF1oop, & ELLs. 
» “The Star and Garter” Hotel and Tavern, Richmond-hill, 
ee ne ee 1858, at £1,500 per annum. 


Mr, Busx 
‘Wats ye focus see 24, 26. & 28, Pentonville-road, formerly 
Th fe, Bit Chentenat ieee, Peomce villa, producing “a. rental 
va dA 0 ee -rent, £37 ; term, about 33 years une 
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London Gazettes. 


Professional Partnership Dissolved. 
TUESDAY, Aug, 9, 1859. 


gs Monty on Rewniz, & Faepeaice Croan, Attorneys-at-Law and 
Lewes (Briggs & Coode). July 27. 
Bankruyts. 
Ma TUESDAY, Aug. 9, 1859, 
Epwanp, & Joun Fetrus, Brewers, Dundas-st., Manchester 
& Feltus: . 25, and 22, at 12; Manchester. Ass. 
El rit aii 











ge ogee oe Merchant, Ni Monmouthshire. Com. Hill > 
and Sept. 27, at 11; Bristol. Of. Ass. Acraman. Sols. Lie- 
Sallin 2 ge Monmouthshire or Savory, Clarke, Fussell, & Pri- . 


chard, Bristol. 

COLES. JonN, Seieer: > Sal Mab ay ig Com. Sanders: Aug. 4 

and Sept. 16, at 11; NE on 7 Al Ass, Whitmore. . James & 
t, uty 28. 

G io bee Watchmaker, Sheffield. Com. Ayrton: Aug. 20, 
and Oct. 1, at 10; Sheffield. OF. it. Brewin. Sols. Chambers &. 
Waterhouse, Sheffield. Pet. Aug. 

HOULDEN, Taomas, Dealer in Hore, Earls Colne, Essex. Com. Fane: 
Shy wageeaten Off. Ass. Whit- 

ug. 5: 


ILSON, Merchant, Py Perry : ime 

26, and Sept. 9, at 11 ; Liverpool. Off. Ass. Sol. Radcliffe, Liver. 

Aug. 5. 

Oss, Emawues Dealer in Lamps, 61 Regent-st. Com. Fane: Aug. 19, 
at 11.30; and Sept. 15, at 12; Basinghall-st.. Of. Ass. Cannan. Sol. 
Abi 27 Bloomsbury-sq. Pet. Aug. 8. 

ig tg net Cuagtes, Ale, Porter, & Cigar Dealer, Alrewas, Staf- 

fordshire. Com.’ Sanders : ‘Aug. % and Sept. 23, at 11; 
& Knight, t, Birmingham ; or 


Lewisham, for a short time 
ae partnership with Fanny Everest, Vendors of Musical Works, formerly 
of 29, and now of 33 Soho-sq. Fane: Aug. 19, at 2; and Sept. | 
15, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Whitmore. Soils. Clark & Vyner, 
9 Cook’s-ct., Lincoln’s-inn. Pet. Aug. 8. 


Fripay, Aug. 12, 1859. ; 
ARACHTINGI, Vixcent, Merchant, 29 Austin-friars (F. & V. Arachtingi 
& Co.) Com. Fane: Aug. 25, at 12, and Sept. 23, mi me 
Zz. = Cannan. Sols. & Hackwood, 7 Pet. 


BATCHELOR, Henry, Chemical Manure erage fa 50 Mark-lane, 
and Bull Head Dock Wharf, Rotherhithe. Com, Holroyd: Aug. 24, at 
12, and Oct. 1, at 1; Basinghall-s. Of. Ass. Edwards. Sols. Young 
& Plews, 29 Mark-lane. Pet. Aug. 1 

FREEMAN, Joun, Chemist, 1 id Bicektilare-rd. Com. Fane: Aug. 26, at 

11.30, and Sept. 23, at 12; ene ond ~ 4ss, Cannan, Sols. 

Linklaters & Hackwood, Solicitors, 7 ey agen et. Aug. 10. 

HOLDEN, Josern, Painter, Bolton. Aug. 26 and Sept. 23, at 11; Man- 
chester. Of. Ass. Hernaman. Sols. Briggs, Bolton; peat Man- 


chester. Pet. Aug. 9. 
MAYES, Witt1am, Grocer, say 6% Com. ge . 22 et 
Oct. 3, at 11; . Whitmore. 


worth ; or Hodgson & Allen, Bone Pa. ing i. 

WINGAD, 1 Hezexran, Tailor, Nettleham, Lincolnshire. Com. Ayrton: 

Aug. 24 and Sept. 21, at 12; Kingston upon Hull Off. Ass. Carrick. 
Sols. Brown & Son, Lincoln. Pet. Aug. | 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Fripay Aug. 12, 1859. 
Pennex, Jonn, Merchant, Lincoln. June 22. 


MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 7 
TourspaY, Aug. 9, 1859. 

Brapy, Epwarp CLARKE, Grocer, Ludford, Lincolnshire. Sept. 7, at 12; 
Kingston-upon-Hull 

Epwarpbs, Gz0RGE HARMSTON, Tobacconist, Lincoln. Aug. 31, at 12; 
Kingston-upon-Hull. 

Exmiorr, NatHanien, Dealer in Cigars, 4 Old Millgate-chambers, Man 
chester. Aug. 25, at 1; Manchester. 

Hortes, Epwarp, Grocer, Coningsby, Lincolnshire. Sept. 7, at 12; King- 
ston-upon-Hull, 

JACKSON, WILLIAM, sen., Soap Manufacturer, Stepney, and Church-lane, 
Kingston-upon-Hull. Aug. 31, at 12; Ly apa Hull. 

JENKINS, SypNgy Dan, Ship Broker, Cardiff, in coparerahip with James. 
Nelson Knapp & John Latch, at Cardiff. a " 

ae yyreck Tron Master, Liversedge Iron Works, Yorkshire. Sept. 

at ll; Leed: 

Lock1ne, Georse, Victualler, Cleethorpes, Lincolnshire. Aug. 31, at 12; 
Kingston-upon- Hull. 

MetcaLre, ALFRED, Draper, Bridlington, Yorkshire. Sept. 7, at 12; 
Kingston-upon- Hull 

gener fos Joun Davipson, Toyman, Lincoln. Aug. 31, at 12; Kingston- 


upon- 
ee, Dealer in Railway, Mining, and — _ Horn- 
castle, Lincolnshire. Aug. 31, at 12; Kingston-upon-. 

Watraman, WitiiaM, Flax Merchant, Yealand Tom 4 of Manches- 
ter, Higher Bentham and Lower Bentham, Yor: oS ate om 
and Gate Beck, Westmoreland (Waithman & Co.) Ang. 25, at 11; 

r. 
Fripay, Aug. 12, 1859. 

STanmEY, Jonn Srrono’rra’anm, Cotton Spinner, Ashton-under-Lyne. 
(Liversedge Iron C pany). Aug. 26, at 12; Manchester. 

CERTIFICATES, 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
TusspaY, Aug. 9, 1859. i 

Boorn, Taomas MarsHatt, Steam Machineman, Sutton St. 
James, Lincolnshire. Sept. 13, at 11.30; a 

oe owes Wiiuiam, Shopkeeper, Morley, . Aug. 30, at 12; 

ester. 

Smep.ey, GzorGe, Glass & China Dealer, New Sleaford, Lincolnshire.. 


Sept. 13, at 11.30; Nottingham. 
WARDALE, Euiza, Feather ic 26 Sydney-st., Commercial-rd. East 


Aug. 30, at 11; Basinghall-st. 
Fripat, Aug. 12, 1859. 
Expuicr, Aras, Butcher, East Moulsey, Surrey. Sept. 5, at12; Basing» 
hall-st. 


GOODALL, ay Timber Merchant, Belmont Wharf, York-road, Islingtor: 
Sept. 5, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. 








Curistorucr Taomas, Oil and Colour Man, 39 Colet-pl., Com: 
-rd., St. George's Bast Sept. 5, at 2; Basinghall-st. 
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To be DEIAVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
Turspary, Aug. 9, 1859. 
Avrow, Caantes, Builder, Attleborough. Aug. 2, 3rd class. 
» THOMAS, ee 
Coxmurnano,E ‘RD, — 


seen SPRUE ten Thames- 


ere ee pone Aug. 
Senkenan. no 0g a To Builder, Ni YD Hokey, 
es 3 Caarurs, Leather Cutter, 40 a 3 a Aug; 2, Ist 


Korea, Lupwic WinL14M, Commission Agent, Bootle, Lancashire. Ang. 2, 


Pat, Rieranp, lronmonger, Exeter, also of 48 & 49 Western-rd., Brighton. 
Ang, 3, Ist class, delivered to the said bankrupt at the expiration of 21 


Paton, Joun, Grocer, Northampton. Aug. 3, 3rd class, after ha: been 
suspended for 6 months. me 


ae BeENsamux, Victualler, Carter-gate, Nottingham. Aug, 2, 3rd 


Reps#aw, Josern, Tanner, Grange-rd., Bermondsey. July 25, 2nd class, 
REDs#AW, THoMAs, & JouN Repsmaw, Saddlers, Bourn, nshire. 
Aug. 2, 2nd class. 
Fripay, Aug, 12, 1859, 
BLEACKLEY, Ggoscp,. Sun Brewery, Salford. Aug. 4, 2nd class. 
M'PaRLIn, PaTaick, Milliner, Liverpool. Aug..5, 3rd class; subject to a 
suspension of 3 months. 
a WILL14M, sen., Ship Owner, Welton, Yorkshire. Aug. 3, Ist class, 
at the expiration of 2 days. 


Assiguments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Tuespay, Ag. 9, 1859. 


ig James Pretaro, Grocer, Ki pen. a ae lL. Trustees, 
Woodelt, » ingston upon: Halls W §. Barnett, Grocer, 


Caane, Heyry, Carr-lane, and Great Passage-st , a -upon-Hull, 
we W. chad seworth, Provision Me weet Be Kingston 
upon- arleswo rchant, Silver-st,, E 
upon-Hull. Sols. Atkinson, Kingston-upon-Hull ; or Jackson, 


eg Davie, Draper, Brynmaur, Brecon. July 2b. Peas aa 
Somou. Sot st.; J. Ellerton, Wa ae 
churchyard. Sols. Price, bay por 3 or pha: Me) 
Hort, Georce, Drvsalte, 
2 July 12 Fett tebe cee eae Holt, 
apes Men lerchant, Bury. Sols. Sale, Worthington, Shipman, & Seldon, 
ester 
Lyalt, THOMAS, Farmer, Gayton-le-Wold, Le ohn Jul 
J. Marris, Farmer, Orford, Lineolnshire ; WWerdhont, 108 Fen 109 Fen- 
= Sols. Wilson, Louth; or edlby 5; & _, Hoag 23 "Essex-st., 
Srran 
se Henry, Schoolmaster, Rye. Aug. 2.  rustees, W. Mitchell, 
» Potter, Rye ; I. Parsons, Stationer, bod Sol. Whitmarsh, Rye. 
Nene WALTER, Draper. Salisbury. Aug. 4. Trustees, S. Copestake, 
Warehouseman, Bow-churehyard ; W. Hodgson, Warehouseman, Wat- 
~st. Sol. Reed, 59 Friday-st., Cheapside. 
ARLES, , Draper, Hunmanby, Yorkshire. wy, 15, Trustees, 
W. A. - Waddington, re anatorterer, York 5 WE - Marshall, Far- 
mer, am, Linco re. Sols Scarboro ; 
dare Great Dri. » ERs. SF 
ouse Keeper, Marine parade, Bright July 12. 
Trustees, R. Keywood, Plumber, Brighton; E. Botting, Grocer i bg 


Sol. Stu , Brighton. ~ 
Wattes, Henny, Grocer, Epsom. A Trustees, J. T Wholesale 
Grocer, 85 Bishopsgate-st. Without Dearie, Tallow Chandler, Epsom. 


Sol. Hancock, Lincoln’s-inn-fiel 
Waueatcer, Joun, Brewer, seeineha: July 25. Trusttes, E. B. Schofield, 
Auctioneer, Sheffield ; W. Wright, Maltster, Hoyland. Sol. Smith, jun., 


ld. 
Youne, Witt1aM, Hosier, 5 Tottenham- ir July 13, Trustees, W. 
Nevill, Warehouseman, Gresham-st. West ; W. White, Shirt Manufac- 
turer, Wood-st. Sol. Turner, 68 Aldermanbury. 


‘ots a Balige pb mene 12, 1859. 

LEM, JOSEP, r, t Rasen, <A T. Wi 

Auctioneer; Market Rasen; J. N. Hewitt jy mg — 
Cendipors to execute on or before. Nov. 9. Sol. 


Saffery, Market 
ayes eedle Manufacturer, Redditch, Ng ma Ji 
%. Boulton, Nowile Manutacturr pa aang tem iy Me: A 


, Redditch. 
Dosx, SENJAMIN, inalioeer, ai Ny 18. Trustees, J. 


Marke, 
Maltster, Blagdon; T. Masey, Butcher, Taunton; T. Hawkins, Pawn- 
broker, Taunton. Sols. Trenchard, 


Mowais, , Draper, 253 Bute-st, Cardiff. July 4. 
bow Spinner, Pencoed, Glamorganshire ; ; M. Vaughan, Butcher, ee” 


r, Cardiff. 
Riper, Heres, te Manufac’ Stockton. A Trustees, J. S 
Sitip Bailder, Fo ag me Ay marenya oe Grahira. Wieser Stock toa” Bort 


July 28, Zrustee, S. 


Wake, Jom Shoe Maker, pn a 
'yne, tors. to execute on or 


lp agg Newcastle-upon 
Ogt 28. . Sol, Joel, Soetae ak 


Crevitors under Estates in. Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Turspar, Aug. 9, 1859, 
Bagker, Wittiam Burkuannt, Esq., mt’s-park-ter. (who died at 


Sinope, Turkey, on or about Jan. 28, 1856). Barker and others v. Bar- 
ker, R. Nov. 6. 


Bateman, Georox, Doctor of Medicine, Great Yarmouth, late of - 


Leaming: 
ton who 
oe. her Gray tl died on or about Sept. 13, 1857). Bate- 


Hype, Joay, Fablicnry died in or aboes.7 

the month of Det are hlpmesiptent- tte Nov. 11. 
wee JAMES, Worsted Spinner, pl., Bradford (who died on or 
oes 29, 1855). Jowett amd others v. Pickard, V.C. Stuart. 


ersetshire (who died, 
in cate somth OF Sly, 1888) o Parson beeen V  Rindonse 
ae Ov. 


the Pata of rat NOY, 188), Sth >. P. ape? Sua 2 about 
aire thet TU Mane 


TIBBITtS, JABVIS SOWLEY, Gent, 


. by Tu of Dec,, 1858). *Protanan u 

bamieemn: Rid ra 7 anata: 
of Dee Dec., cae yon v. 

Wee. Ans, Spinster, Lincoln (who remy or. pia! ~! 


of. Dee., 
856). Smyth and others v. Harrison and another, V. ¢, , ‘ 
Now’ " 
Friar, Aug. 12, 1859. 
Baznes, JAMES, Esq., late of: Mercer's-hall and of Hornsey (who died in or 
about the month of. April, 1851). MLR. Nov. 0: 
Fenwick, Appison, Esq., Bishopwearmouth (whe died in or about the 
month of June, 1842). Clark ». Fenwick, M.R. Nov. 7. 
Fry, Witt1am, Maltster, Stoney Stratton, Somersetshire (who died in or 
about the month of March, 1840). Fry v. Fry, V.C. Bindersiey. Nov. 24, 
GREW. , GEoRGE, Coach Proprietor, Woolwich (who died on or about 
March 16, 1838). Obee: and Wife: w. Bishop and. Wife, V.C, ‘Stuart. 


mua, Js ‘5 st., Whitehaven. (who died, in or bay 
mouth oe fey ton & another v. Patman & others, M, 
Ror. 


JEFFS, THOMAS, Saddler, Tarvin, Cheshire a died in or about’ April, 
1858). Owens and another v, Jefis and others, V, C. Stuart. Nov. 4, 

Kitiics, Joan, Silversmith, dyed ot  peninaeize -ter., but oa of 5 
Devonshire-ter., in or about March, 1889). 
Killick . go ME od. ety ‘ag ARS Bex 

K Jony, Kaxmy Yor: who or ti fans 
1885) olay MKirk, Noy. 


Lasgo, Has ie sic Meco, 6 1 i ty) 
Soho (who died on ¢ Skies hy! 1857). Adamsv. - 
wise Moorhead, V. C, 


OY. ty 
fy Gat no bout Kay 1950), 
Morr, Wwittian GREEDEY, Le coal Citedian, oni Manor-house, vt 
nerebany. (who dled died - May 3, 1857), Mott. Mott and another, V. 
ILL penal Md eoman, Manaccan, Cornwall (who. in, Jang, 
Pate x Pengilly v. Onten aati thee VG Beak, “ vay a 


a... RY THomAs CowarD SMYTH, person of unsound J 
ye a Aha ded Jan 2 Jan. 29, 1858), a 


LANGLEY, Dag 


RoBeRts, JOHN. PENNUE, Gens (who died, in tee 
189). Matthews i othe pret ve en 
SANDERS, HANNAn Grove, 
in or about Ate -y 18 Bes 0. a, Vie Oe Sere he Role 1. 
SIDEBOTTOM, GEGRGE Kerswaw, Captain the Sth D 
lodge, within Broadbottom, Cheshire (who died on 
1855). Sidebottom v. tom & ge i Moo" bs 


Sratiion, ~hall, 
(whh died in about the’ month of Feb:, 18 


Nov. 2. 

THOMAS, TaEvor, Spinster, late of Coedhele 
in or about the month of June, 1851). In Nha ert matter pis mab 
V.C. Kindersley. Nov. 7. 

Vepenes Ropert, Gent., late of Bethnal-green-rd. (who died in 
Fc ‘month of May, 1837). Wrightson v. Bryant, V.€; Kinderdey. 

5 





Gsindings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fauway, Awy. 12, 1859. 
UNLrreD, In CHANCERY. 
Ney, Enaine Coa. Mrixina Companx.—Proof of debts, Och, 31, ¥. G! 


PaRacor Lael Sreno Coat Mininc Company.—Proof of debts, Ont, ty 


V. C. Wi 
Scotch Sequestrations. 
ToursDay, Aug. 9, 1859. 


Brownie, WiLttaM, Grocer, Grammar- Aug. 15, af b2 
clarence George-sq., Glasgow. Sig! Aug. i oe ne 
NCANSON, THOMAS, Seiennes, nnenaen 
18, at 11; Steverison’s-rooms, Edinba Ang: 6. 


Grimmant, Geonak, Railway Clerk, ¥ nase Aug. 18, a 
1; Solicitors’ Library, — ~ Au 
Latinsiie-lane, Edinbu 


Jack, JAMES, sometime resi 
lately in Lovers ne, neu an . teh. Aug. 15, at 2 Dowel 
cnx, Builder, Alyth. huge Th at L; Solicitors’ Library, Perth. 


arenes See 
Seq. Aug. 5 
Linpsay, JOHN, Yarn yey Strathmartine, Aug. 12, at 12; British- 
hotel, Dundee. Seq. Aug. 3 
Maruie, Joun, Fruiterer, 219 Sauchiehall-st, Glasgow. Aug. 16, at 12; 
Clarence-hotel, Glasgow. . Atig. 4 
a Flesher, Glasgow. Aug. i2, at 12; Faculty-hall, Glasgow. 
ug. 2 
Fripay, Aug, 12, 1859. 


Austin, WiLL1AM, jun., sometime Card box Monemactaret. 5 Furnival’s:. 
inn-ph., H ° London, now residing in 49 
Aug. is, at 2; Dowell’s and Lyon’s-roonis, Edinburgh. rh Aug. 

Simpson, Joun, Tailor, Eglinton-st,, Pens had Aug. 16, at 12; coast 
Stock Exchange, Glasgow. Seq. Aug. 

— dam, Draper, Perth. Aug, 16, at 2; George-hotel, Perth. Seq. 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 

Now that the Parliamentary session has closed with 
such'small results as have only served to whet the pub- 
lic ite for legislation, the consideration and pre- 

ation of measures for next year will become the pro- 
minent topic. The Government have plenty of time 
before them, and we may add (even leaving on one side 
tative reform and all other political ay 

of topics to engage their attention. The Attor- 

has promised another Bankruptcy Bill, 
which will be successful, in our opinion, peoceely in 
propo rtion to the wisdom which its authors may show 
ing the old-fashioned method of draughting a 

Bill without reference to the feeling of the classes which 
that, Bill. ‘is.to affect. If Sir Richard Bethell will 
frankly consult mercantile men, _ ~ bodies Paget 
present them, and give a candid hearing to their 
opinions, he ma ccnkellians sufficient support "to carry 
his measure. If he fancies that bankruptcy reform can 
be settled in Lincoln’s-inn he will commit the same 
error as his predecessors, and meet with the same failure. 

The same remarks apply to the subject of the transfer 
of land, on which we have had too many attempts at 
theoretical legislation. If any real is to be done, 


fpeahly if any Bill is to pass, it will only be by obtain- 


ing carefully comparing the practical opinions of 
landowners and solicitors on this complicated question. 
is has never been attempted as yet, at least to any 
‘adequate extent, and in the absence of such a necessary 
inguiry we doubt the feasibility of actual legislation. 
How slow is the process of legal improvement, even 
on points most accurately sifted, is shown by the con- 
tinued existence in the statute book of the 17th section 
of the Statute of Frauds. During the week one 
of the judges has drawn attention to the condemnation 
passed on that enactment some years since by a commis- 
sion Qe. som of the best lawyers in the three a 
bgt has stated that the j themselves e 
he section wherever they can well do so, being con- 
Vineed of’ its impolicy injustice. Yet still it lives 
ba Sl perhaps may fy Fo ts Saag’ Ek ya 3 come. — 
“ublic opinion, ani ublic opinion, 
is the best remedy for these dal, ae the safest guide 
for future legislation. 
A useful outlet for the views of thinking men in all 
and professions on these subjects exists in the 
Social Science Association, and we are glad to find that 
e third annual meeting of that body promises to be a 
success. ‘The ing will be held in the West 
of Yorkshire, at ; on Monday, the 10th 
ttober, and five followi days An influential 
local committee, preside piv Ue Mayor of Brad- 
No, 138: 





ford, has been formed in that town, to support the 
objects of the meeting; and steps have been taken in 
Leeds, Huddersfield, Sheffield, Wakefield, Doncaster, 
and other places, to secure the co-operation of the whole 
Riding, and to bring before the association the. social 
condition, in its various of that extensive and 
populous district. Lord Brougham has consented to 
accept. the office of t President of the Coun- 
cil, and his Lordship will in that capacity deliver an 
address at the Bradford meeting, reviewing the progress 
of the association, and the nang 1 questions of social 
interest that have arisen during the past year. The 
Earl of Shaftesbury has been chosen President; and 


the Presidents of pvpeimaette are—for Jurisprudence, 
Vice-Chancellor Sir William Page Wood; for Educa- 
tion, the Right Hon.C. B. Adderley, M.P.; for Punish- 
ment. and Reformation of Criminals, R. Monckton 
Milnes, Esq., M.P.; for Public Health, the Right Hon. 
William Cowper, M.P.; and for Social: Economy, Sir 
James Kay Shuttleworth, Bart. The secretaries of the 
jurisprudence department, in which our readers will be 
most interested, are Mr. Napier Higgins, of New-square, 
and Mr, Arthur ies. of yp ern the local 

being Mr. ington, solicitor, secretary 
of the radford Chamber of Commerce. Several valu- 
able papers have already been promised for this depart- 
ment. 


The loss of the Attorneys and Solicitors Bill, which 
had through nearly all its stages, and dropped 
apts at the last moment by mere misadventure, 
is undoubtedly a great disappointment to all well- 
wishers to the profession. We acquit the hon. member 
who caused the mishap of anything worse than entire 
yrs of the subject, and a native dulness which 
orbade the access of information. Probably he was 
innocent of the count-out which naturally followed 
his opening remarks, and we do not question his belief 
that there was some point and reality in the sentences 
he uttered in the House; but we cannot acquit the 
Government of culpable remissness in the matter. 
They knew that the objections so absurdly raised at the 
last moment had all been canvassed with the 
of the Treasury, and that the mind of that gentleman 
had been entirely satisfied. They knew that the 
measure was carefully prepared, and salutary for an im- 
portant sretiasien, and they were bound to have seen 
it through. Even more culpable than the Government, 
unless their absence can be excused by their belief that 
the Bill was safe, was the conduct of those solicitors who 
have seats in Parliament. If men who have been sent 
to the House out of our own ranks show themselves 
supine on questions which affect the interests of their 
brethren, we have no right to complain that the public 
generally care as little. 


ee 


The great Pontefract Election Case does not redound 
to the credit of lawyers. It were better that such 
tiations were never commenced ; but, if they are to be 
carried on, and the representation of bo: to be 
settled in back rooms, let the business, like all the other 
business of an honourable profession, be done in a 
straightforward and reliable way. We have ne wish to 
oni peg - oe merits (or demerits) - ~ pele it 

as been told at goodly length b Tr. Wi 's 
Committee, and is any to * decided finally by 
Sir John Coleridge. But we will not shrink from 
avowing the opinion that Mr. Rose, despite the laboured 
eulogium of Mr. Disraeli, has not given his friends an 
reason for congratulating him on the disclosure. It is 
evident that Mr. Leeman entered into the matter 
frankly, and believing that he would be met in the 
same spirit; and we have yet to learn that it is compe- 
tent for a man of honour to take advantage of an agree- 
ment drawn up by him in one sense, when he discovers 
that the other party has signed it under « different 
impression. 
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That evil long complained of, yet so easily remedi 
thie noglpet of their briefs y counsel, has just satel 
its climax on the Western Cireuit, where clients have 
found themselves without advocates, and the 
Court been left literally inops consilii, On one of these 
occasions Mr. Justice Crompton permitted a yo 
attorney to conduct a case in the absence of the bar, an 
he seems to have acquitted himself to admiration ; a cir- 
cumstance that suggestsa ready cure for the want of “fixity 
of tenure” in a counsel’s services. The Times reported 
these aad ag for doing so has been solemnly 
denounced by Mr. Baron Bramwell, who extends his 
reprobation to the whole newspaper press. No one, 
he says, cares for what a in newspapers. We 
doubt this; the bar at Bristol seemed to care very 
mueh, and the learned Baron himself was not alto- 
| ay alegre People generally care a good deal 
news, and ly for what they read of 
judicial proceedings ; for they know that licity is of 
the essence of justice, and that an active press is one of 
the best safeguards for the right administration of law. 
— @ sneer comes bon, worst taste from hon 
risen by advocacy; for it is to newspapers that he 
owes, in "pene degree, his suceess and ce, wel The 
remark, therefore, savours of imgratitude as well as 
foolishness, and is as little creditable to the man as it 
must be damaging to the judge. 


The Commission for inquiring into the mode of takin, 
evidence in the Court of 'Phisgtery has been issued, an 
the names will be found in another column, The com- 
position of the Commission, which includes the names 
of Mr. Strickland Cookson, and Mr. G. T. Gibson, of 
Newcastle, as representatives of metropolitan and pro- 
vincial solicitors, bears out the remarks we made in our 
last number, We find that the secretary is Mr. Forester 
Edwards, who, some little time since, published a letter 
to Lord Lyndhurst on Chancery Evidence. The first 
meeting, we believe, will be held on Monday next. 
JUDICIAL STATISTICS, 1858. 

A few years since Lord Brougham, in a great speech, 
which will be found at length if “ Hansard” and Thich 
has also been published separately, called the attention 
of the House of Lords to the almost utter want of reli- 
able judicial statistics in this country. He pointed out 
the that necessarily arose in legislation when 
those who have to frame our laws found themselves 
without chart or compass in their voyage, without lights 
te warn them from rocks, or buoys to mark the quick- 
sands. This speech was followed up, we believe, by 
urgent private representations to the Ministry of the 
day, as to the necessity for collecting authoritative in- 
formation concerning the working and expenses of our 
courts of law. The effort was, at any rate, partially 
successful, and we have now for two years received a 
volume of “ Judicial Statistics,” which are prepared b 
Mr. Redgrave, and are published, and, we may add, 
liberally distributed by the Home Office. This volume 
was at nothing more than the customary returns of 
the number of commitments, and of other details of the 
criminal administration; but @ considerable step in ad- 
vance has now been taken, and the second part of the 
book is devoted to the civil courts, and contains much 
valuable information as to their operations and results. 

We should, however, be entirely misleading our 
readers if we allowed them to suppose that the volume 
at, all approaches that invaluable annual record of the 
history and ess of the national jurisprudence 
which is presented year by year to the supreme antho- 
rity of France by the French Minister of Justice ; or 
that it comes up even to the much more modest. esti- 
mate of what is desirable in statistics of this class, 
which has been formed by law reformers at home. We 





miss several complete branches of the subject, such, for in- 
stance. as the salaries and expensesof the judges and other 
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officers of the Court, about which we find nothing, and 
observe throughout the entire. civil portion wv 


dD 








lators. It is only fair to say that Mr, Redgrave 
necessarily laboured under considerable difficulties—that 
he lacks much of the machinery n 





quate performance of his task—that the work is new— 
and that, so far as his labours go, they show consider 
able labour and patience. Let us hear what he says 
himself on the subject :— 


Many difficulties stand in the way of the perfect and com 
prehensive arrangement of this branch of the statistics of 
justice, so as to bring together in simple and harmonious forms, 
for the purpose of statistical analysis, the records of sucha 
large and varied amount of procedure, To point out the 
bearing and nature. of these different proceedings, and to show 


| clearly their results, would require more than a mere. general 


knowledge of the jurisdiction and practice of every court, and 
of every branch of the law; And though a long connection 
with the criminal and police business of the country. has 


| warranted me in prefixing a yearly analysis of the p 


of the criminal and police courts, as introductory to Part I, of 


_ these statistics, I have felt but little confidence. in carrying out 
/ my instructions to prepare an introductory analysis of the same 
, nature, of the proceedings of the Common Law and Equity 


Courts; and, for these reasons, I have confined myself we 


'mere resumé of the chief results. which the returns 
| referring for matters of technical detail to the returns them 


selves: they will, I trust, be found to contain a great amount 


of varied information, and to afford a more correct insight inte — 
the administration of justice, and the laborious and: responsible © 


duties of the officers of the several courts, than has been 
hitherto accessible, 


The utility of this extension of the. statistics to every: 


cour 
of justice will be recognised in the periodical record, +. 


established, of the amount and nature of their poe 
the progress of the proceedings, and the state of the bnsi 
before them, with the changes and fluctuations to which 
time to time the proceedings may be subjected. These 
have also their moral aspect, and are so far auxiliary to Part 
in the mass of facts which they will contain, bearing upon the 
state of society, in the actions for libel, slander, criminal com 
versation, divorce, a8 well as in the proceedings of the Bank 
rupt and Insolvent Courts, and generally in the numerous 

for debt and damages which find occupation both for the judges 
of the superior courts and of the county and the other small 
debts courts. 


We may add, that a studious perusal of the tal 
will bring some curious facts to light, a ci ance 
which makes it the more to be regretted that no system- 
atic analysis has been made of them. We will gives 
instanee in point for our bankrupt law reformers. 1 
appears that the total number of petitions in te 

eter Court of Bankruptcy during the year 1838 
amounted to thirty-nine, out of which only thirty @ 
proceeded as far as the final examination of the bank- 
rupt. Nowa glance at the bankruptcy return to 
the House of Commons shows us that there is a rg 
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missioner at Exeter who is paid £1,800 a year; a regi 
trar who receives £800 a year; an usher, and 
officers. Excluding the fees to the m and the 
official assignee, which would probably be paid at some 
other court if that of Exeter were not in existence, we 
shall not go beyond the mark in estimating the annnal cost 
of this tribunal at some £3,000. The Exeter co: ol 
ought to be a happy man! Paid half as much again 
a county court judge, for doing in the whole year 
a third of the business which the latter has to 
in a week, and even in that light work assisted by 4 
registrar, a barrister with a handsome ealary, he 
certainly no reason to complain of the lavish munificence 
with which our bankrupt law digpenses the creditors 
money. There are a number of such kind of we do 
not say nearly so flagrant, to be found in the “ Judie 
Statistics, 1858;” and great will probably 
effected them within 







been by bri 
compass, and thus facilitatmg their pub: 
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a, want of minnte and profitable analysis, and.a shixking 
of many point Shang cies) both wrayer and og 
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- We have given several extracts from this volume in 
our recent numbers, and shall continue to do: se. 
eae, ean learn much from their perusal, and those 
‘take an interest in such inquiries could render in- 
valuable service by suggesting to the authorities of the 
C ice those practical improvements of which 
the work is still so much susceptible. 


i ee 
FEMALE CRIME. 


A ago we called attention to the facts contained 
in the tables of Mr. ve, the Registrar-General, of 


the Statistics of Crime in England and Wales, tending | 


to show that, while there is some improvement in the 
state of the country as regards the amount of crime 

j by men, the amount of female crime is not, 
in like manner, on the decrease, but that the relative pro- 
portion of crimes committed by women, and especially of 
those serious crimes which are not disposed of summarily, 
to the total crime of the country, is constantly increasing. 
Since last year, the returns, as regards su convictions 
(of which the statistics rendered last year were confess- 





edly only approximate), have been for the first time given } 
in a complete and reliable form; and the new volume of } 


Judicial Statistices just issued by Mr. Redgrave is, there- 
fore, a most important addition to the returns of last year. 
ft contains, besides, very curious and important informa- 
tion as to the numbers of the criminal classes in Eng- 
land and Wales as known to the police, though only by 
their past life and general repute, and not at present 
under any sentence, or even accusation. Of these— 
the potential criminals of future years, now at large—the 
number is computed at nearly five times that of the 
criminals now undergoing imprisonment for proved of- 
fences. But into these returns, curious as they are, we 
can. at, present enter only so far as they bear upon the 
question we discussed at length last year, the changing 
proportion of female to male crime, especially with re- 
fr to crimes of the graver class. It will be found, 

the tendency we _— to exist last year is con- 
firmed strikingly by the new volume of statistics. Wo- 
men are fast encroaching on the natural monopoly of 
men in the criminal profession, especially in its more 
heinous branches. 

We have stated that the tables of summary con- 
vietions are complete and reliable this year for the first 
time. We cannot, therefore, compare the present with 
any former return in order to ascertain any change in 
Bd reipect. But it is important to note the numbers 
in order to compare the proportions with those which 
are given for the more serious offences which require 
formal trial. The following return for the past year 

1858) shows how much larger is the proportion of 

offenders committed for trial than of those con- 
Vieted summarily for minor offences :— 
Males. Females. Total. Female Crime. 

Summarily convicted... 216,120 .. 44,170 .. 260,290 .. 17 per cent. 

Committed for trial .. 13,161 .. 3,905 .. 17,066 ., 23 per cent, 

But, next, let us look at the tendency as shown 

the comparison of the past with the present. In 
the year 1855 the Criminal Justice Act transferred 
a large number of offences from the jurisdiction of 
the regular Courts to that of the justices, and 
80 diminished greatly the number of commitments, 
while increasing that of the summary convictions. 
This being premised as the reason for the large diminu- 
tion in the total numbers of the commitments in the last 
: , which include more than two years in which 
the Criminal Justice Act has been in full force, let us 
compare the proportions of the change as between the 
crime of the two sexes severally :— 


COMMITTED FoR TRIAL. 


Female 

Crhne, 

Male. Female. Total. per cent. 
Five years, 1849~1853 .. 109,118 .. 98,088 ., 137,156 .. 904 
. om 1866-1858 4. «97,873 .. 26,019 .. 112,808 .. 22,2 


out that this re 





So.that, even in a period of five years, the relative pro~ 
ions of the serious crimes ¢ ve Pisin go 
as changed appreciably to the disadvantage of. 
latter ; and itwill be also noted that, even. on the. aver~ 
age of the last five years, the proportion of com- 
mitments to the total (22.2 per cent.) is not.so lange. as 


| in the last. year (1858), when it reaches 23 per cent. 


on this subject. last year, we: poi 

ive increase of female, as 
with male crime, and especially in the more serious 
crimes committed for trial, is to be. ascribed almost 
entirely to the influence exerted by large towns. This 
statement will be confirmed very remarkably if we. com- 
pare the returns of last year for some of our principal 
towns with those of this year,—as both the sum- 
mary convictions and the graver offences committed for 
trial. We took, last year, the London Metropolitan 
Police District, Leeds, Newcastle, Manchester, and 
Liverpool, to which we will now add Birmingham, 4s 
specimens of the various classes of our large. towns. 
The comparison for last year and the present. is as 
follows :— 


In commenti 


Summary CONVICTIONS. 


—— 1887, _————1858 —_ -,, 
Female Female 
proper- propor- 

; London (Metrop. Total. Female, tion. tion. Female. Total. 
Police District) 51,924 .. 13,809 .. 26.6 .. 28.4 .. 15,055 .. 52,999 
Leeds ......00.- 2,022 .. 373°... 185 .. 25 .. 575 .. 2,568 
Newcastle - on - 

a tate 2,683 .. 788... 29.3 .. 32.4 .. 1,017... 3,163 

Manchester..... 7,287 .. 1,395 .. 19.1 .. 25.1 .. E548 .. G1G6 
Liverpool....... 23,678 .. 5,415 .. 22.8 .. 19.3 .. 3,488 .. 18,008 
Birmingham .... 1,861 .. 312... 16.8 .. 19.7 .. 318 .. 16l2 

Average for the six places-....... 22.2 24.6 
Now, calling to mind that, the summary convictions of 


females in England and Wales generally are but 17 per 
cent. of the totals in 1858, it will be seen at a glance 
how far above the average is the proportion for large 
towns—the ave of these six towns giving 22.2 per 
cent. for 1857, and 24.6 per cent. for 1858 Let us now 
turn to the committals for trial, which will give us the 
same comparison for the graver class of offences :— 
Commirrats FOR TRIAL. 








1857-—__. 1858 ~ 
Propor- Propor- 
tionof tion of 


Female Female 


Metropolitan Po- Totals. Females. Crime. Crime. Females. Totals. 

lice District... 3,176... 727 .. 229 .. 244 .. 645 .. 2,636 
Leeds ins sccvees 249 .. @ .. 27.7 .. 4 .. G4 .. 252 
Newcastle-on- 

TYne 220-0006 Il] .. 29 .. 24.9 .. 310 .. 7. 87 
Manchester .... 758 .. 206... 97.1 .. BB .. 202 .. Tz 
Liverpool .... 1,068... 461 .. 43.1 .. 47.5 .. 503 .. La? 
Birmingham .. 483 .. 74 .. WS .. 26 .. 83 .. 383 

Average for the six places .,.. 26.8 .. 29.7 


Now, remembering that the proportion of the female 
committals for trial to the totals in 1858 was 23 
cent., it is obvious how much higher is the proportion 
in the large towns, being no less than 26.8 per cent. in 
1857, and 29.7 per cent. last year. In only one of them 
(Birmingham) does it fall beneath the average, and even 
there the increase on last year is very large. It will 
then be clearly seen, that not only is female crime on 
the increase as compared with the general crime of 
England, but it absorbs a larger proportion of the 
whole with respect to the graver class of crimes than it 
does with respect to the less serious, and that the increase 
of the proportion with regard to the latter is even more 
rapid at present than with regard to the former,—the 


determining causes being those which to the 
civilisation of large towns. Es prs A will be noted 
that in the seaports (Liverpool and Newcastle) a re- 


markably high proportion 9 f the more serious offences 
are committed by women. 

The same result will be brought out by reference to 
the proportion of female recommitments to the whole. 
Last year we stated that of the recommitments in 1857 
no less than 32 per cent. were the cases of females. 
This year, 33.4 per cent., or more than one-third of the 
cases of récomimitment, are female cases; while of the 
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hopeless cases, where the offender has already been 
committed more than ten times, the number of female 
cases is considerably more than double that of the male. 
And here, again, we find that the extent and gravity of 
female crime is due to the influences of | towns. In 
the London prisons in 1858, 4,893 females had been 

reviously committed to prison, to 6,529 males; in 
ehh 242 females to 556 males; in Birmingham, 161 
females to 420 males; in Manchester, 320 females to 
466 males; in Liverpool, 1,959 females to 1,660 males; 
in Newcastle-upon- ha 364 females to 276 males. 
In Leeds and Birmingham the proportion of female re- 
commitments to the whole is lower than the ave: 
proportion (33.4 per cent.), but in all the others much 
above it, especially in the seaport towns. 

On the whole, then, we must feel quite sure that 
either our system of criminal justice, or our great town 
civilisation generally, is specially, and even exceptionally, 
at fault in dealing with female crime. Even looking to 
the average of the whole kingdom, a larger and larger 
roy ese of the grave offences is every year committed 

y women: this applies with especial force to the seats 
of manufacturing industry, where female labour has an 
independent value ; it applies still more to the maritime 
ports, where the worst class of women are attracted by 
the loose seafaring population; but in greater or less 
measure to all | towns as compared with the country 


districts. While the statistics of crime, as a whole, show 
some improvement, they also show that women are 
pressing into the criminal profession faster than men 
abandon it.— Economist. 

Crake 2 2 SEES 
The Courts, Appointments, Wacancies, Ke. 


MIDLAND CIRCUIT.—Warwicx. 
(Before Chief Justice ERLE.) 
Adams vy. Smith.—Aug. 10. 

This action was brought bya Miss Adams against a Mr. J. 
Nimmo Smith, under the following circumstances: — The 
plaintiff Myra Adams, is the daughter of a tradesman in 
good business at a place called Hockley-hill, Birmingham. The 
defendant is a solicitor. Plaintiff had been seduced by one 
Showell, a brother-in-law of the defendant’s, and plaintiff, 
with her sister, went on the evening of the 3rd of August to 
Aston Park, near Birmingham, to try and see Showell, she 
having reason to believe he would be there. Defendant met 
her in the park, and under pretence that he would tell her 
something of Showell, drew her away from her friends, and 
then put his arms round her, and tried to kiss her. 

The counsel for the plaintiff suggested the object defendant 
had in view was to asperse her character, as he had already 
done in an affidavit he had made, by which means he hoped to 
break off her connexion with Showell. The jury found for the 
plaintiff—damages, £50. 

WESTERN CIRCUIT —WEtts, 
(Before Mr, Baron BRAMWELL.) 
Riccard v, Hill,—Aug. 12. 

The plaintiff in this case is an attorney at South Moulton, 
and the defendant is a farmer owning some property on Ex- 
moor, and the question in dispute was as to the right to a small 
piece of land next to a road, which was stated to be of the 
value of 30s. The case lasted the best part of two days, there 
being a great deal of contradictory evidence as to various acts 
of ownership on the property. 

It appeared that the action had been deferred from the last 
assize; and in consequence the defendant had been put to a 
great expense; that not wishing to have the action continually 
hovering over his head, he had determined on having the 
matter finally settled. His Lordship observed that he re- 
membered a similar case some time back, when the attorney 
said that the winning cock would lose his feathers; and he 
thought it would be so in this case, 

The jury found a verdict for the defendant. 


(Before Mr. Butt, Q.C.) 
Keg. ve Mead and Kiddle, 
Ezekiel Mead and Mary Hart Kiddle were indicted for 
having forged a deed of gift with intent to defraud Mary Hart, 
at Stoke St. Gregory, on the 9th of March. 





(The husband of Mary Hart Kiddle had been bailed and had — 
absconded. 


A question arose in the case as to whether certain state. 
ments made by Kiddle to an attorney could be received in 
evidence. 

The attorney stated that Kiddle and his wife came to him 
to consult him on some matters relative to the preparation of 
the deed, and Kiddle then stated— 

Mr. Edwards and Mr. Cole here interposed. Whatever took 
place had taken place between them as attorney and client. 

The attorney, in answer to questions put to him, said, that 
he considered Kiddle to be his client; he had treated him as 
such, and in his billbook he had charged Kiddle for the 
attendance and conference. 

Mr. Butt held, that the conference was clearly between 
attorney and client, and therefore the attorney could not repeat 
the statement which his client had made to him. 

The whole matter was so complicated that it took the 
counsel three quarters of an hour to open it. 

The learned JupGE directed the jury to acquit the female 
prisoner, as she must be considered to have acted under the 
control of her husband. 

The jury found the prisoner Mead guilty, and he was 
sentenced to nine months’ imprisonment. 


(Before Mr. Justice CROMPTON). 
Reg. v. Paul and others, 


Upon this case of being called on, Mr. Edwards came into - 


court, and stated that he was at that moment engaged in the 
defence of a prisoner before Mr. Butt; he should therefore be 
very much obliged tohis Lordship if he would permit Mr. Paine, 
the attorney engaged, to state the case to the jury. 

Mr. Justice Crompton said they were in the habit of hear- 
ing counsel at chambers, and they were much shorter in their 
statements, because they did not make long speeches to please 
their clients. He should be very happy in this instance to hear 
Mr. Paine, but counsel must take care, or the attorneys would 
go to the bar, and might take the business. 

Mr. Edwards said, the bar need not fear that the attorneys 
would leave their lucrative business to come to the bar, which 
was in so drooping a condition. 

Mr. Paine (a young attorney of Milverton) then stated the 
case to the jury in a most lucid, plain speech, occupying about 
five minutes. 

The JupceE then asked Mr. Broderick, the barrister, who 
happened to be in court, if he would examine the witnesses, 
which he should think any one could do after the lucid address 
they had heard. 

Mr. Broderick, however, declined, and Mr. Paine conducted 
the case. 

With reference to this case, the Times remarks that they 
gave “a faithful report of what occurred in court. Mr. Ed- 
wards wishes, however, to have certain facts explained in order 
to show that he did not infringe the rules of the profession. He 
states that it was the last case to be tried, when it was unex- 
pectedly called on in the Crown Court (it having been arranged 
in the morning that it should be taken in the Nisi Prius Court); 
he was engaged in the latter court addressing the jury in a case 
of great importance to his client; he therefore sent in his brief 
to the Crown Court with a request that some counsel there 
would be good enough to conduct the case for him. The mes 
senger returned, stating that all the gentlemen of the bar had 
left the court. He then sent his clerk into the town to try to 
find some friend, during which time Mr, Justice Crompton 
waited. Mr. Edwards’s clerk returned, not being able to find 
any one, and, the judge not being able to wait any longer, Mr. 
Edwards instantly went into the Crown Court, and en route 
was informed that a junior member of the bar had returned to 


-the court, but had declined to conduct the case, as he had had 


no opportunity of reading the brief. It was under these cir- 
cumstances that he asked the judge, as there was no counsel 
present to do so, and as ha knew his client to be a highly 
respectable and most intelligent gentleman, to allow him to 
state the case to the jury, which the judge permitted. We can- 
not quite agree with Mr. Edwards that such a case is of no in- 
terest to the public. The fact of an attorngy conducting a case 
at the assizes is certainly a novelty. As to the other cireum- 
etances which took place out of court, we could of course know 
nothing, but it is rather too bad to impugn the aceuracy of a 
report because all matters that took place out of court were 
not noticed. We again vouch for the accuracy of that which 
took place im court, and for which alone we are responsible,” 
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Bristot.— Aug. 15. 

The commission was opened in this city on Saturday after- 
noon last, by Mr. Baron Bramwell. A perfect stop was put to 
business, arising from a circumstance which the attorneys say is 
unpardonable. Mr. M. Smith, Mr. Collier, Mr. Karslake, Mr. 
Coleridge, and Mr. Kingdon, left Wells on the previous Thursday 
evening to attend a commission of lunacy at Exeter. They left 
Exeter on Saturday afternoon, and arrived at Bristol that 
evening. Theday following they were engaged in consultations, 
and took all the briefs that were offered them, but in the evening 
they decamped, taking with them their briefs, and returned to 
Exeter. TheCourt having opened to-day, the moment a cause 
was named an application was made by the attorney to have 
the cause postponed, as his counsel were at Exeter; this state 
of things continued, and no case could be taken. The judge 
tried all he could; the attorneys begged for indulgence. The 
judge said, where there was a junior on each side, he should not 
postpone the case for the leader. Still they could not proceed. 
There were counsel in the last cause, but they said they were 
not prepared. ‘The judge said he should have it called on. The 
counsel said they were not ready. ‘The judge said it must be 
struck out. Counsel said, if his Lordship struck out every case 
before it, they could not say anything. A long interval again 
elapsed, and then the judge called the first cause, 

Mr. Prideaux said he was for the defendant, with Mr. M/. 
Smith. 

Mr. Stone said he was retained for the plaintiff with Mr. 
Collier, but he had not yet received his brief. 

The JupGE.—Will you have it struck out, or will yon with- 
draw the record? 

Mr. Stone.—I will withdraw the record, my Lord. 

At half-past two o'clock the judge said he did not like that 
Mr. Stone’s client should be the only victim, but something 
ought to be done to prevent this kind of trick from being 
or again—trick or error, or mistake, or whatever it might 

, Mr. Stone therefore should have his case re-entered at the 
bottom; he, of course—he meant his client—paying any extra 
costs. It was just as well that the client should know that 
he had a remedy against some one. The only way that he 


could get at the real offenders was to punish the unfortunate 
— it was the only way to get at those who were really to 
e. 


At last a case was called on in which Mr, Phinn said he was 
ready for the plaintiff. 

The attorney for the defendant said he was in this position; 
——He came down here prepared to give his brief to Mr. Slade, 
but he found that morning, that in consequence of the death of 
Sir John Slade, Mr. (now Sir Frederick) Slade was absent. 
He then went to Mr. Collier’s chambers, and found he was at 
Exeter. He was a stranger to the bar on this circuit, and he 
trusted his Lordship would t him indulgence until to- 
morrow, as he understood Mr, Collier would be here this 
evening. 

The Jupa@x said he thought that no blame could attach to 
the attorney, and therefore he would at once adjourn. 


(Before Mr. Baron BRAMWELL. ) 
Barnes v. Holman.—Aug. 16. 

Mr. Collier asked to mention a case in which Mr. M. Smith 
was engaged for the plaintiff. He understood that Mr. Smith 
was not expected till the express train; he had therefore to 
apply for the case to be postponed until his arrival. 

. Baron BRAMWELL.—Mr. Collier, I said yesterday that 
I would take the cases in their order peremptorily, and I must 


us ny word. 

+ Skynner, solicitor, 25, Coleman-street, London—My 
Lord, I am the attorney for the plaintiff in that case. My 
briefs were delivered to counsel on Saturday. My witnesses 
are here; my counsel are not here. I shall be prepared to 
conduct the case myself, if your Lordship will permit me. 

The Jupex.—I certainly shall not permit you to do so. 

are plenty of gentlemen here. I should be taking upon 
myself the office of a legislator if I permitted it. 

Mr. Skynner.—My Lord, I retained my leading counsel three 
months ago, and it was only this morning that I discovered that 
I should not have his services. 

The Jupez.—You must take somebody else, then. Refusing 
your application with all civility, I shall not allow you to con- 
duct the case when the bar is perfectly competent. 

Mr. Skynner.—My: Lord, my briefs are very long, and Mr. 
Justice Anan genet lowed an baggie to act at Wel 

upGE.—I appreciate the difficulties of your situation, 
but I shall adopt my own course, je 

Here this matter ended. 





Mr. Collier was the only one of the absentees who appeared 
this morning. 

Upon the jury being called, 

A juror said he could not take the oath, because he was @ 
Christian. 

The Jupce.—The great majority of the world are clearly 
of a different opinion. There are wrong-headed people, but 
some of them are entitled to respect whenever they act from 
conscientious principles. You say you think you can’t take 
the oath; therefore you can’t do it. What do you propose 
to do? 

The Juror.—The words of Scripture, 5th Matthew, are very 
explicit. 

The Jup¢x.—I am not going to argue it. We must take it, 
and I believe that the man who differs from all the world is 
wrong. What do you wish to do—will you affirm ? 

The Juror.—I can’t take upon me the office of a juryman. 
I am a Christian, and, the Lord having pardoned my sins— 

The Jupce.—Why can’t you take the oath ? 

The Juror.—<According to the doctrine of grace. 

The JupGr.—Of grace? I don’t think that is tenable. 
What has grace to do with earthly matters? Do you say that 
Jno? gee has been predestined > 

e Juror.—We are not to resist evil—5th Matthew; we are 
to suffer. 

The Juper.—You suffer the evil the law puts upon you. 
It is downright nonsense. The best thing I can say is, that 
such a man is not fit to sit on a jury. 

Mr. Phinn—The counsel on both sides agree with your 
Lordship. 

The Jupere.—Get out of the box, but don’t leave the court, 
because you are not to make a holiday by your nonsense. 


Aug. 17. ‘ 

Tue Bar.—Mr. M, Smith begged for himself and friends to 
correct a mistake which had unaccountably been made, that 
they had received their briefs and taken them with them to 
Exeter. He had returned his brief in the first case, which 
was expected to occupy the whole of Monday, and had made 
such arrangements as he thought would relieve every one; 
therefore they had done what they thought was best for the 
sake of their clients. With regard to their being kept, it was 
unavoidable, for they were assured by the solicitors who were 
practised in such matters, by one that the case would be a day 
cause, and by the other that it would be an easy two-day cause. 
It was not over yet, although they had sat till twelve o'clock 
at night. So far as to taking their briefs with them, no common 
jury brief had left Bristol. 

The Jupce.—Mr. Smith, I do not think you need have 
taken the trouble to say anything. Persons will hardly regard 
the rubbish they read in newspapers. 

Mr. Collier said, it had been stated that he had come to 
Bristol and had taken all the briefs and decamped with them to 
Exeter. He would say it was all false. He had come from 
the country, and all his clients were perfectly aware that he 
could not be at Bristol on Monday, and he had not taken any 
brief with him. 

Mr. Coleridge said, as a very humble delinquent, so far as 2 
mere statement of fact went, not a single rag of paper had left 
Bristol with him, and they had returned those they could not 
attend to. 

Mr. Baron BRAMWELL.—So long as there are people who 
take a pleasure in reading scandal, some would be found for 
them, and people must make up their minds to it. 

The Times’ reporter, in explanation, states that in the discharge 
of his duty he most faithfully reported what took place; he was 
assured by most respectable attorneys that counsel had taken 
their briefs with them, and that that was the reason they could 
not hand them to other counsel; but he did not state the harsh 
remarks he heard made by the attorneys with reference to the 
absence of their counsel. 

A Derav.tine Juror.—The juror who yesterday refused 
to be sworn was called this morning, but not answering, the 
judge said he should fine him £20. 

A Witness ARRESTED.—Mr. Collier said, a person who had 
been subpeenaed had been arrested. He had therefore to move 
that he should be discharged. 

The Jup@e, upon looking at the warrant under which the 
person had been arrested, observed, that it was for Queen’s 
taxes; he did not know how that was, or whether the person 
would be exempt from arrest under such circumstances. At 
length his Lordship said, after some consideration, he thought 
this was a civil process on the part of the Crown. 

Mr. Collier said, the Crown did not treat the man as a 
criminal. 
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The Jupex said, the only doubt was, whether the Crown 
ought not to have an opportunity of appearing; whether it 
ought not to be sent before a judge at chambers, so ‘that the 
Crown might appear and be heard. However, he thought he 
had a right to be discharged, and he must be discharged. He 
would be free while he was here, and until he returned to-his 
own home. 


MARYLEBONE POLICE COURT.—Aug. 16. 


AssauLt BY A Souicitor anp Hien Barirr.—Mr. John 
R. Aikman, solicitor and High Bailiff of the Sheriffs’ Court, in 
the City, was changed before Mr. Broughton with assaulting 
Henry Tidy, aged sixteen, who resided with his father. 

Previous to the case being entered into, the defendant made 
@ complaint to the magistrates, that, although having been 
bailed at the station-house, he was, notwithstanding, forced by 
the constable by whom he was taken into custody into the 
room, where there were other prisoners. 

The case was then gone into, when it appeared from the 
evidence that the complainant was seen to go up the steps lead- 
ing to the house door of the defendant, who resides at No. 5, 
York-place, Portman-square, and that. he was seen by the de- 
fendant to go towards the street-door bell for the purpose 
of ringing it. ‘The defendant, who was watching him, opened 
the door, upon which complainant ran away. Defendant fol- 
lowed him, and gave him a few slaps on his head, for doing 
which he was given in charge by a passer-by. 

Evidence on the other side went to show that a violent 
assault had been committed on the boy. 

Mr. BroueuTon remarked, that he believed there had been 
some exaggeration as to the violence of the assault upon the 
complainant, and he advised defendant to give him (complainant) 
some money. 

Defendant declined to do so, remarking, that it would be an 
encouragement to boys to annoy him by ringing his bell, to 
which annoyance ‘he was constantly subjected. 

The defendant was then fined 1s., and discharged. 








JUDICIAL STATISTICS, 1858. 

Courts or Bankruprcy.—The returns for the Courts of 
Bankruptcy have been ‘prepared with great fulness by the 
heads of the different departments of the London.and the dis- 
trict courts. They have been framed to show the total amount 
of the proceedings of each class in the year, irrespective of the 
individual cases; this appeared the only principle which could 
be adopted for the yearly return of proceedings, which, in the 
cases commenced, do not necessarily terminate in the year, but 
may extend over several years. The proceedings in 1858 
were '$— 

Petitions for adjudication by creditors .. 897 
Petitions for adjudication by traders against them- 
selves. . 445 
Yaa “for private arrangement ‘under t the control 
of ‘the Court . 240 a 
Petitions by creditors or traders, or for private ar- . 
rangement, upon which eee 
were made .. 1,343 
= by joint stock companies under Winding- “up 
Acts... Aeee 
Total number of persons declared’ bankrupt, whether 
trading singly or in partnership. 1,520 
The numbers declared niatevess, clenaed as ‘follows, were— 
bankers, 3; brokers, ship-brokers, bill-brokers, scriveners, 52; 
merchants, agents, factors, warehousemen, 231 ; manufacturers, 
247; tradesmen, shopkeepers, dealers, 551 (a ‘large class, and 
supplying 37°8 per cent, of the whole number of bankrupts) ; 
victuallers, hotel and lodging-house keepers, coffee-house keep- 
ers, 202; cattle salesmen, and agricultural dealers, 47; other 
classes, 124, Total, 1,457. 

‘The number of bankrupts who passed their last examination 
were 1,280, and the total amount of the debts upon their 
balance-sheets (calculating the debt only once of course, where 
members of one firm pass their examination at different times) 
was £8,215,629, averaging £6,418 in each bankruptcy, Classi- 
fying the debts, it appears that they were:— 

42 Bankruptcies, debts in balance sheets under £300. 


91 * n » £300 and under £500 
187 ” ” ” £500 ” e 4 I 1,000 
an ” 0 ” 4 ” ‘$10 000 

» ” ” ” .) 

62 ” ” ” £10,000 ” peel 

a4 ” ” ” ? ” £50,000 

M ” ” » £50,000 ,, £100,000 

J ” ” ” above £i 00,000 


So that above half (51°2 per cent.) fell between the mean of 
£1,000 to’ £5,000, and 21.1 per cent. only exceeded the “latter 
sum. 





The total amount of the bankrupts’ assets received and dis- 
tributed are stated as.follows :— P 
Assets received by the official assignees ..........- eee 1,785,263 


Special sor and deductions .......ccsececeeeoees 318,729 
ration (which are given in detail 


in the ae ) 
Debts paid in full ... 
Dividends ordered ... 
The special charges and deductions amount to 17°8 per cent. 
on the assets; the debts paid in full and dividends ordered to 
53°8 per cent.; the expenses of the bankruptcy to 22°9 per 
cent. 

The dividends ordered were at the following rates:—Barely 
one-third exceeding 2s. 6d. in the pound; 486. cases nil; 692 
under 2s.'6d.; 323, 2s, 6d. and under 5s.; 186, 5s. and under 
7s. 6d.; 62, 7s. 6d. and under 10s.; 49, 10s. and under 1és,; 
22, 15s. and under 20s.; $5, 20s. 

The facts upon which an opinion may be formed as. to the 
circumstances under which the bankruptcies took place will 
be found in the class of certificate awarded; and the number 
of previous bankruptcies. or insolvencies, as well as from the 
more precise information which the Commissioners have been 
enabled to add upon the apparent causes of bankruptey, 
obtained in going through the cases in order to determine the 
class of certificate which should be granted. The-certificates 
granted were:— 





Immediate, Suspended. Total, 
TER vcoces 174 


seuss 3 . 
203 





Certificates refused with protection ... ee 
without protection.......ecssscesseses 





” ” 


The number of bankrupts whose certificates were adjudicated 
upon, against whom a previous bankruptcy, insolvency, compo- 
sition, or arrangement was shown, were—once, 231; twice, 34; 
thrice, 2. In 876 cases the bankrupts had not been previously 
before either the Bankrupt or Insolvent Court. The apparent 
causes of bankruptcy in the cases adjudicated are stated by the 
Commissioners to have been:—Reckless and unsound ‘specula- 
tions, excessive trading, 457, or 37°1 per cent.; interest, ‘dis- 
counts, accommodation bills, suretyship, 145, or 118 per cent.; 
incompetence, neglect, personal extravagance, 432, or 351 per 
cent.; and unavoidable misfortunes, 197, or 16.0 per cent. 


Insotvent Desrors’ Courts.—By the insolvency laws, 
relief is provided for debtors of all classes not within the opera- 
tion of the bankrupt laws, including traders whose debts do not 
exceed £300. The Court in London for the relief of ‘Insol- 
vent Debtors exercises the original jurisdiction in insolvency, as 
enlarged and amended by several statutes. In the cases of all 
prisoners who file petitions under the statute 1 & 2 Vict. 
c. 110, the Court deals exclusively with those confined in 
any gaol in the counties of Middlesex and Surrey, or the city 
of London, or the borough of Southwark, and refers for the 
hearing and determination of the county courts the cases of 
any others than those confined in tlie above gaols,. ‘But'after 
alljudication, these cases are‘returned to the Court in London, 
which then exereises all its jurisdiction with regard to the 
realisation of the estate and the apportionment of the dividend. 

First, with regard to the proceedings under the Act 1&2 
Vict. c. 110, in the case of debtors actually in prison for their 
debts; of these there were petitions filed by 157 professional 
men, 31 officers in the army and navy, 95 clerks, 2,183 traders, 
28 lodging-house keepers, 83 shopmen, 235 agents, 94 manu- 
facturers, 194 mechanics, 117 graziers, farmers, and. millers, 
241 of other classes, making a total of 3,448, of whom ‘the 
cases of 885 were heard in the London court, and 2,563 were 
referred to the county courts. 

The debts of these insolvents, secured and unsecured, whose 
schedules, 3,277 in number filed in the year, were— 


Under £100.......--+0+ pesatcahepe’ 4) Vistwwestinsaeee +» 24 
£100 and under £300 .......eeeecees on ceseucces pncany ae 
£300 £500 


£500 ” 
£1,000, 
£3,000 
£5,000 and above 
And their previous insolvencies or bankruptcies .are ‘ Seeauaal 
as, once, 651; twice, 124; thrice, 33; above three times, Ll. 
The proceedings or hearings in the year are returned as— 











Prisoners who appeared for hearing ..... bobbi ost cotveee O87 
Petitions dismissed on hearing...........s0e+06« con cpene okt 
a 

FoOrtHWWM ; 10.5 66.4coceas sscuye vebacare sieseeeees 2,483 
ap yence ashe deste pile teal vain aie! seeees 22 
At 1 year » 6 months ~ oseeeeee 
At6months ,, 3months pa omeccece j 
At3months ,, 2months ” ctoeseee 
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At2months , _ 
At 1 month and under .... 

Adjourned and have not appeared again .............+4+ 

‘The number of the estates realised in the year were 183, and 
the proceeds whereon dividends were declared, 33,864/. 19s. 8d. 
This gives an average of 185/. 1s. 1d. on each estate, of which 
991, 7s. 7d. was incurred for the expenses of the administration 
as is shown in detail in the table), including the allowances to 

assignees and the insolvent, and 155/. 13s. 6d. declared 
for dividend. The amount of the scheduled debts was 
$66,982/. 11s. 8d., of which 205,013/. 9s. 4d. was ascertained 
for dividend, so that the above amount realised was 161. 10s. 4d. 
pér cent. on the latter sum, 

The rates in the pound of the above 183 cases, in which 
idends were declared, are classed as follows; but in 34 cases 
dividend enumerated was not a first dividend, and in six 

ses the dividend subsequently added, made up the payment to 
the'full 20s. 

Under 1s, ....se0.s. 

‘fs, and under 2s. Gd....... 46 
"Qs: 6d. and ‘under 5s....... 49 : 

There were also thirty-seven cases recorded of scheduled 
debts, amounting to 207,533/. Ss. 2d., satisfied by payment or 
ofligrwise, the debtor showing all to be paid or released. 

‘The'retiaining jurisdiction which is sét forth in the tables is, 
under the special provisions of ‘the 5 & 6 Vict. c. 116, and 
7&8 Vict. c. 96, commonly known as the Protection Acts, 
which enable traders whose debts are under £300, and other 
debtors, to file petitions and obtain protection from arrest. In 
all'‘casés in which the insolvent resides within twenty miles of 
the General Post Office, this jurisdiction is exercised by the 
Contt ‘in London. ‘But since the Act of 1847, 10 & 11 Vict. 
¢. 102, all other cases. are transferred to the judges of the 
coutity courts. 

The total number Of petitions and schedules filed under the 
above ‘two Acts in the year were 3,126—of these 98 were by 
proféstional men; 10 by officers in the army or navy; 89 by 
clerks; 2,279 by traders; 26 by lodging-house keepers; 38 by 
shopmen; 48 by agents; 52 by manufacturers; 127 by me- 
chatiies; 62 ‘by graziers, farmers, and millers; and 297 by 


5s. and under 10s. 
10s. and under 15s.. <s 
15s. and above .... ‘ 


eee 47 


"The amount of the scheduled debts of these insolvents, se- 
ired and unsecured, in the following scale, were— 
565 Insolvencies Scheduled Debts under £100. 
2,311 £100 and under, £300. 
105 » £500. 


£1,000 =, b 
00 =C, £5,000. 
9 £5,000 and above. 


The numbers who had been “before ‘insolvent or bankrupt 
prove under 10 per cent. They were—once before, 251; twice, 
41; thrice, 3; above three times, 4. 

The amount of the debts recovered show the poverty of the 
cases submitted. Upon 420 estates realised whereon dividends 
were declared, the total value of the estates, debts, and effects, 
Was 16,295], 2s. 7d., an average of 38/. 15s. 11d. only in each 

a The amount for dividends was 11,6112. 6s.4d., and the 
total expenses of the administration, which the tables give in 
tail, 4.1237, 18s. 10d., or 25.3 per cent. on the estates realised, 
but in these particulars the returns, as will appear on a refer- 
ato them, are not in every instance complete. The 
sled debts, less those twice entered, were 161,658/. 15s. 9d., 
d.the amount ascertained for dividend 113,213/, 13s. 10d., upon 
Which ‘the rate of dividend was 10.2 per cent, The rates in 
the poand of the dividends were:—Under 1s., 153; 1s. and 
wider 2s. 6d., 173 (making 73.4 per cent. of the cases under 
%, 6d, in the,pound); 2s, 6d. and under 5s,, 82; 5s. and under 
WOs., 33; above 10s. 3. But it is stated that where no divi- 
dend is declared debts are often satisfied, as when petitions are 
i on hearing or on subsequent application, and in some 
cases when the petitioner fails to appear, payment may be pre- 


54 
44 
1 


relative amount of the business in insolvency matters, 

ight before the Insolvency Court and the county courts, 

ali be estimated upon a comparison of some of the chief pro- 

bgs. But it must be remembered that, after the decision 

of the county court the estates are administered under the in- 

Spection of the Insolvent Court. 
tr the Insolvency Acts— 

Tice Tes pet tae ae 885 2,563 

‘Insolvents ‘who ‘appeared ‘for hearing .... 858 —_ 

bn alienitcdisca”” “sical 215,632 

Amount of scheduled debts ............ £215,437 “£151,544 

satisfied by payment or otherwise £181,122 £26,411 


Insolyent County 
Court. . Courts. 





Under the Protection Acds— 
Petitions and schedules filed > 1,022 
‘Petitioners who appeared for hearing..., 1,176 
Estates realised 
Value of estates, debts, and effects realised £2,883 
Scheduled debts £26,770 


2,104 
2,055 
B4l 
£13,412 
23 eaobsiens sons sinh oe £134,888 
ExtTRAORDINARY Lunacy Case.—A commission de lunatier 
inquirendo, which lasted five days, was concluded on Wednes- 
day afternoon, at the Castle of Exeter. The commission was 
opened on Friday last, before Mr. Commissioner Warren and a 
jery composed of country gentlemen. The petitioner was Dr. 
Greenup, of Warrington, in Lancashire, and the lunatic was 
Miss Phoebe Ewings, an.old lady of eighty years of age. . The 
facts, which were of an extraordinary character, were briéfly 
these:—In the year 1853 Miss Ewins’s sister died, and the 
bereavement much affected her mind. She was ’ afterwards 
known to moan and to wander in a disconsolate manner through 
the streets. In October, 1858, she was attacked with paralysis, 
from which she physically recovered; but: it was‘alleged ‘that 
her mind was entirely broken down. Shortly afterwards she 
had an attack of mania, and was confined in Haydock ‘Lunatic 
Asylum. Here she was said to have delusions and ‘morbid 
aversions; she said that an attempt had been made ‘to strangle 
her, and that while in the asylum an attempt was:made to ¢on- 
vert her to Roman Catholicism, &c. Some of her friends, 
believing that she would be better if removed to a private. resi- 
"dence, took her out of the asylum, and the Rev..H. T. Ella- 
combe, her third cousin, who believed himself the next-of-kin, 
brought her to Exeter, and placed her in lodgings with a Miss 
Cousens, with whom she‘had formerly lodged. Dr. Shapteér, a 
physician of considerable eminence, having attended her before, 
was called in, and he saw the old lady almost daily. He 
appeared to‘have acquired great influence over her, for a short 
time ago he, at her request, took instructions for a will, in which 
she gave several legacies, and made the doctor the residuary 
legatee. The.amount of the legaeies was £1,000, and the.re- 
mainder of ‘her property amounted to £13,000. A ‘will was 
made from these instructions, but was subsequently torn up, 
and another will, prepared by Mr. Gray, solicitor, of Exeter, 
was made, in which the bulk of the property was left to Dr. 
Shapter, and, in the event of his death, to his eldest son ‘and 
the rest of his children, Dr. Shapter, however, immediately 
wrote to Mr, Beamont, Miss Ewings’s solicitor at Warring- 
port, stating what the old lady had done, but declaring most 
emphatically that neither he nor his children should ever take 
a single farthing under the will, notwithstanding that he tho- 
roughly believed her to be in a sound state of mind and quite 
capable of executing a will. This Dr. Shapter put in writing, 
and communicated to several gentlemen, but failed to inform 
the Rev. H. T. Ellacombe of it, as he had promised to do. It 
was contended by the counsel for ‘the petitioner, that this de- 
claration of Dr. Shapter was a proof that'he did not consider 
Miss Ewings to be of sound mind. Several witnesses were calléd, 
who stated that Miss Ewings was of unsound mind. In answer 
to the petition, it was contended,'and deposed to by several 
witnesses, that Miss Ewings had fully recovered from. ‘her ,at- 
tack of mania; that, allowing for the feebleniess of old age, she 
was a lady of average intelligence, of good memory and powers 
of observation ; and that, with regard to her bequest to Dr. 
Shapter, she persisted in making it, saying that. she had no 
relatives that she cared anything about, that none of them had 
ever taken any interest in her, and that, with regard ‘to the 
pétitioner, who had recently discovered himself to be the next- 
of-kin, her family had had a lawsuit with his, and that there- 
fore she much disliked him. ‘Dr. Shapter was examined, and 
positively stated that he would never take any benefit under 
the will. ‘The Commissioner and jury had an interview With 
Miss ‘Ewings, and the latter unanimously pronounced her of 
unsound mind and incapable of managing herself and her pro- 
perty. ‘The case has created the utmost excitement in Exeter 
and the neighbourhood. . 


Tue Ricumonp Porsontne Case.—Dr, Smethurst’s trial 
was brought to a conclusion yesterday afternoon, and 
verdict of guilty having been ‘returned, the prisoner -was 
sentenced to death in the usual manner. 


EvIpENCE IN CHANCERY CommissioN.—The Queen has 
been pleased to appoint the Right Honourable the Lord Chan- 
cellor; the Right Honourable Lord ‘Lyndhurst; ‘the "Right 
Honourable Lord Cranworth; the Right ‘Honourable ‘Lerd 
Wensleydale; the ‘Right Honourable Lord Chelmsford; 
the Right Honourable Lord ‘Kingsdown; the ‘Right “Hon- 
ourable Sir John ‘Romilly, ‘Knt.; ‘the ‘Right Hottourable 
Sir James Lewis Knight Bruce, Knt.; the Right Honourable 
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Sir George James Turner, Knt.; the Right Honourable Sir 
William Page Wood, Knt.; Sir Richard Bethell, Knt.; Sir 
Hugh M‘Calmont Cairns, Knt.; George Markham Giffard, 
Esq., Q.C.; William Strickland Cookson, Esq.; and George 
Tallentire Gibson, Esq.; to be Her Majesty’s commissioners to 
inquire into the mode of taking evidence in the Court of Chan- 
cery, and its effects, 


Stamps ON AssIGNMENTS oF LxEasEs.—A correspondent 
from Huddersfield communicates the following:—It appears 
there is a casus omissus from the statute 17 & 18 Vict. c. 83, 
on stamping an assignment of a lease for sixty years’ at a rent 
of £3, and a re-assignment, endorsed (on the occasion of an 
appointment of new trustees), The commissioners consider 
sixpence the proper stamp for each deed, on the ground that the 
case is governed by 13 & 14 Vict. c. 97. 


Tue Divorce Court.—It appears that out of 356 cases in 
which dissolution of marriage has been sought on the ground 
of adultery, such adultery is alleged in 262 cases to have 

. before the passing of the Divorce Act—that is, before 
August 28, 1857; consequently, the cases arising from 1857 to 
1859 have been at the rate only of about forty-seven a-year 
on the whole population of England and Wales, 


Mr. F. W. Slade, Q.C., of the Western Circuit, has succeeded 
to the baronetcy, caused by the death of his father, Sir John 
Slade, one of the oldest officers in the army, who died last week 
at the advanced age of ninety-eight. 


The Queen has been pleased to appoint Augustus Redhead, 
Esq., to be a stipendiary magistrate for the island of Trinidad. 

We (Post) believe we may state that during the present 
recess the Government will apply its anxious consideration to 
the following important topics of legal reform:—Transfer of 
land, the law of bankruptcy, and the systematic consolidation 
of the statutes, 

— ——~<+-—- — 


Notes on Recent Decisions in Chancery. 
(By Martin Ware, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 


PARTNERSHIP—GOODWILL—POWER OF EXECUTORS TO 
BIND EACH OTHER. 


Smith v. Everett,7 W. R., M. B., 605. 


This case contains some useful observations of the Master of 
the Rolls on the right of the executors of a deceased partner to 
the goodwill of the business. There is no doubt that the good- 
will forms, upon the death of one partner, assets of the part- 
nership, and the executors of the deceased partner are entitled 
to a share in proportion to their testator’s interest in the 
concern. But on the other hand, in estimating the value of the 
goodwill as between the partners, the circumstances of the 
business must be taken into account. For instance, if the 
premises belong to the surviving partner, and he has therefore 
the power of carrying on the business on his own account in 
the same place, although under a different style, the goodwill 
of the old partnership will be reduced in value, the present 
case the partners were bankers, and the premises where ,the 
business was carried on belonged to the surviving partner, who 
had also the right of issuing the bank notes, so that the good- 
will of the old partnership amounted to very little. The sur- 
viving partner sold the business for £10,000, after repaying the 
executors of the deceased partner the capital which he had in- 
vested in the firm. They, however, clai in addition, a 
pag of the Pues Nes Be Master of the Rolls held that 
only a small portion is sum represented the will of 
Ser ia ter nat ditoed oo aes he eee 

Another point decided in the case was the power of two out 
of three executors to bind the other in a settlement of an 
account. The Master of the Rolls considered it clear that any 
two or any one exegutor may settle an account so as to bind 
the others as between the executors and the person with whom 
they deal. But there may be a question whether an executor 
so acting without the concurrence of his co-executors may not 
make himself liable to his cestuis que trusts. 


CHARITABLE Trusts Act—Prenping Matter. 
Re Jarvis's Charity,7 W. R., V. C. K., 606. 

By the 16 & 17 Vict, c. 137, s, 17, the sanction of the 
; al : iol 


Charity is required ly to the commence- 
ment of any proceeding relating to a charity, “not being an 
application in any suit or matter actually ing.” ‘This ex- 
ception has given rise to a question w has been several 





times the subject of judicial decision, namely, what is to be 


considered “a suit or matter actually pending.” 

In Re Lister's Hospital (6 De G. M. & G., 184), it was decided 
by the full Court of Appeal, that, where money had been paid 
into court, as the purchase-money of land taken by a railway 
company, and an application was made by the charity to re- 
invest it in other land, for, the purpose of the charity, this 
was “a matter pending,” and the consent of the Charity Com- 
missioners was not required. It is to be observed, that, in the 
view taken by the Court, it ‘made no difference whether the 

ings had been commenced before or after the passing of 
the Act, the opinion of their Lordships being, that the words 
“actually pending ” refer, not to the time of the passing of the 
Act, but to the time when the application is made; thus over- 
ruling the decision of the Master of the Rolls, in Re Markwell’s 

(17 Beav. 618). The object of the Act is, to prevent 
the institution of useless and unfounded proceedings on behalf 
of a charity, But if the Court is set in motion with some other 
object, and the interests of a charity are concerned, it is not in- 
tended that the Court should be prevented from doing what is 
right until it has the sanction of the Charity Commissioners, 
Upon the same principle, in the case of Re St. Giles’s & St. 
George's Bloomsbury Volunteer Corps (6 W. R., 434; 8. c., 25 
Beay. 313), where money belonging to a charity had been pai 
into court under the Trustee Relief Act, and a petition was 
presented for a scheme for its application to charitable purposes, 
the Master of the Rolls decided that it was in a matter 
actually pending, and made the order without the sanction of 
the commissioners. 

On the other hand, although the Court has already had the 
administration of the charity funds, and has even settleda 
scheme, if a petition be presented on a new subject, as, for 
instance, for a new application of the charity funds, or for some 
alteration in the scheme, the matter wiil be considered new, 
and the consent of the commissioners will be required. Soin 
Re Fords Charity (3 Drew, 324), on an application for the 
building of a new school-house out of the funds of a charity, 
ascheme for which bad been previously settled by the Court, 
the sanction of the commissioners was held necessary. : 

In the present case ((Re Jarvis's Charity), various proceed- 
ings had taken place in Chancery for the regulations of the 
charity, and a final order had been made, settling a scheme for 
the administration of the trusts; but, it becoming necessary to 
appoint new trustees, a fresh petition was presented for that 
purpose, and also praying for an alteration in the number of 
trustees, which constituted a quorum. Vice-Chancellor Kinders- 
ley, in accordance with Re Ford's Charity, directed the certifi- 
cate of the commissioners to be obtained. 

—_———_—__>———_- - 
Wotes on Recent Cases at Common Labi, 
(By James SreruEn, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Editor of 
“ Lush’s Common Law Practice,” ¢c., Fc.) 


County Courts—REsimpENCE OF PLAInTIFF—CosTs. 
Butler v. Ablewhite, 7 W. R., C. P., 583. . 
This was a case upon the construction of the County Court 


Acts with regard to costs. The action had been brought in . 


the superior court for a debt under £20, the plaintiff being of 
opinion he was entitled to do so, and yet to recover costs by 
reason of his dwelling more than twenty miles from the de- 
fendant’s residence—a fact which, by giving the superior courts 
a concurrent jurisdiction with the county court, under 9 & 10 
Vict. c. 95, s. 128, entitled plaintiff to costs under 15 & 16 Vict, 
c. 54, 8.4. It appeared, however, that the plaintiff had two 
permanent residences, one of which was beyond, and the other 
within twenty miles of the defendant’s house; and the question 
was, whether the word “dwelling,” as used in 9 & 10 Viet. 
c. 95, 8. 128, must be taken to mean the residence nearest to 
the defendant (where the plaintiff had several), or whethet the 
plaintiff was entitled to the privileges attaching to the more 
distant one. This point was determined by the Queen’s Bench 
in a recent case (Bailey v. Bryant, 28 L. J., Q, B., 86), against 
the plaintiff ; but in the teeth of this decision the Court of 
Common Pleas have, in the present case, held the other way, 
so that the point is more unsettled than ever. The Common 
Pleas found opinion mainly on an earlier decision of their 
own apna cable niga 11 C. B, 755), in which the dif- 
, but not determined. In con 
however, of the case in the Queen's Bench, on which the de- 
fendant had relied, the present rule (which called on the 
to show cause why the proceedings in the’action not be 
stayed on payment of the debt without costs) was d 
without costs, 
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law Or BANKRUPTCY—To WHOM Notice or BankRuPTCY 
" MAY BE GIVEN. 
Brown v. Briscoe, 7 W. R., Q. B., 584. 
is ‘was a question whether the defendant (an execution 
editor), took certain goods from a bankrupt after notice of 
i ; . It ap that the notice relied on by the 
plaintiffs (who sued as assignees of the bankrupt’s estate), 
had been given to the agent of the attorney of the defendant; 
and it was urged on his behalf that his attorney’s agent, 
although for certain purposes the attorney of the execution 
q@editor himself had no authority to withdraw the execution 
under which the goods were seized; and that, according to the 
case of Pike v. Stephens (12 Q. B. 465), it was essential that 
an agent capable of receiving a valid notice of bankruptcy, 
$0 a8 to bind his principal, should be clothed with that power. 
However, the Court held, that under the circumstances before 
them, the notice was sufficient; as it was a case in which an 
agent could properly employ  sub-agent to see the execution 
éatried out (which a to have been done in the present 
instance), leaving the sub-agent, to whom the notice was 
actaally given, a discretion whether to proceed or not, 


ParocHiaL SETTLEMENT—Law or REMOVAL. 

Reg. v. The Churchwardens and Overseers of Elwet,7 W.R.., 

; Q. B., 586. 

By 9 & 10 Vict. c. 66, it is provided that no person shall be 
removed from any parish in which he or she shall have resided 
for five years next before the application for the warrant, pro- 
vided that the time during which such person shall receive 
rélief from any parish shall be excluded in the computation of 

five years. The question in the present case was, whether 
of irremovability is capable of transmission to the 
the person who has acquired it; and the Queen’s 
decided this in the affirmative. Hence, if a man 
the full period of five years in a certain parish, and 
becomes irremovable therefrom, and afterwards has a 
in wedlock, such child inherits the status of the 
cannot be removed; and this is so, though before the 
five years old, and consequently before it has acquired 
condition of irremovability on its own account, parochial 
is given to its mother, thereby causing an intermission in 
thefive years’ residence. 

Awpassapors, PriviLeGEs oF—PLEA TO THE JURISDICTION. 
Magalena Steam Navigation Company v. Martin, 7 W. R., 
Q. B., 598. 
is case the subject of the privileges of ambassadors 
states, and their immunity in particular from 
in civil courts of this country, was discussed, 
principles which govern the law on this head 
and explained by the Court in their judgment. 
question which was raised, was, whether the 
iven by the law is only against such proceedings 
il the person or the goods of the defendant, or 
ds also to the inception of hostile proceedings 
In other words, whether an action 
stl a4 entitled to the privileges of an 

y be stopped simply by placing on the record a 

‘to the jurisdiction, or whether he must apply to the Court 
to'stay the proceedings. The Queen's Bench, while admitting 
that has been hitherto no express decision to that effect, 
have in the t case held the larger proposition to be law; 
aad'guve judgment for the defendant on a demurrer to a plea 
of jurisdiction. In arriving at this result, in accordance with 
the law of nations, it became necessary to deal with a decision 
of the Dutch Courts in the year 1780 (Bynkerskock De Foro 
, ch. 14, s, 6), authorising the seizure of certain of 
the effects of an ambassador, who left the Hague in debt; but 
thisease was explained by the Court to be governed by the 
exceptional circumstance, that the envoy in question had en- 
Fiore te Conaenerce in the country to which he was sent, for 
a gain. A dictum of Lord Coke (4 Inst. 153), 

t that ambassadors must not only answer here for 

pp a the lew of nations, but for such contracts as 
are y the law of nations, was as easily disposed of by 
the observation that Lord Coke, though so great an authority 
®%0 our municipal Jaw, was entitled to little respect as a 
@eReral jurist, The Court, however, also dealt with the 
“wtion on general principles of equity and convenience; 
‘wid came to the conclusion it according to these, there could 
tno doubt that ambassadors were entitled to the full extent 
‘insisted on by the defendant. The true idea 
#asthat an ambassador must be free from every species of 
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co-actio—at liberty to devote himself body and soul to the 
business of his embassy. He is, indeed, for all judicial purposes, 
considered as still residing in his own country. Now, a8 the 
Court remarked, it cannot be contended that there is no co- 
actio to an ambassador who is compelled to defend an action, 
even though his person and goods may be secure. The action, 
for example, may impute to him some gross fraud or libel, to 
refute which it will be necessary for him to retain legal 
advisers, and incur considerable expense and inconvenience, 
Finally, the Court suggested that “those who cannot safely 
trust to the honour of an ambassador, in supplying him with 
that which he wants, may refuse to deal with him without a 
surety who may be sued; and the resource is always open of 
making a complaint to the Government, by which the am- 
bassador is accredited.” 


os > —_ 
Parliament and Legislation. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, Aug. 12. 
Tre BaNKRuPrTcy anv INso_vency (IRELAND) Act 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
This Bill was read a second time and passed through its 


remaining stages. 
Saturday, Aug. 13. 

This day Parliament was prorogued till the 22nd of October, 
by commission. The commissioners were—the Lord Chancellor, 
the Earl Granville, the Duke of Somerset, the Earl of St. Ger- 
mans, and Viscount Sydney. 

The Royal assent was given by commission to the cen | 
Bills relating to legal matters:—The Law of Property an 
Trustees Relief Amendment Bill; the Probates and Letters of 
Administration (Ireland) Bill; the Imprisonment for Small 
Debts Bill; the Bankruptcy and Insolvency (Ireland) Act 
Amendment Bill; the Divorce Court Bill; the Sessional Divisions 
Bill; and the Law Ascertainment Facilities Bill. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, Aug. 12. 
THe RUTLANDSHIRE SESSIONS. 


Mr. Muior moved an address to the Crown, for a copy of 
the conviction of two men, named Yates and Lagden, at the 
last Rutlandshire Quarter Sessions, held on the 30th June, and 
of the sentences passed upon them respectively. They were 
tried at the Rutlandshire sessions, where there was no bar, and 
they were described as notorious poachers, and were convicted 
upon the evidence of an accomplice of stealing about one ewt, 

cileake. Yates, who was sixty-five years of age, and against 
whom there was a previous conviction for felony, was sentenced 
to fifteen years’ penal servitude, and Lagden, who was twenty- 
five years of age, was sentenced to ten years’ penal servitude. 
He ventured to say, that these were sentences without prece- 
dent, for sentences of penal servitude were seldom for a longer 
period than six years, In sentencing the second prisoner, the 
chairman observed that, as the bench believed he had been 
into the commission of the offence by his elder companion, 
they would therefore sentence him to ten years’ penal servitude. 
He (Mr. Mellor) could not help thinking that these men had 
been tried for one offence and punished for another; and he be- 
lieved that such proceedings on the part of magistrates were 
calculated to bring not only the game-laws, but the penal laws 
generally, into odium and disrepute. He hoped some assurance 
would be given to the House that an inquiry would be made 
on the subject. ig 

Mr. G. Crive said, there would be no objection to the retarn, 
and stated that the Home Secretary had taken all the neces- 
sary steps to ascertain the facts from the local authorities, He 
must say that, according to the statement, the sentences seemed 
almost an enormity. But he hoped there might be some cir 
cumstances not within the knowledge of the House which jus- 
tified the conduct of the magistrates. 

The motion was then agreed to. 





ELECTION PETITIONS. 

The following is a list of the petitions to be tried jn the next 
session :—Weymouth and Melocombe Regis, Carlisle, Barnstaple, 
Roscommon, Great Yarmouth, Newry, King’s Qounty, Ohat- 
ham, Dover, Carlow, Dundalk, Clare, Lyme Regis, Peter- 
borough, Athlone, and Norwich. 








798 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER, Ava. 20,1 








—_——. 





Select committees have reported.on the following:—Ash- 
burton: Mr. Astell seated. Aylesbury: Mr. T. T. Bernard 
and Mr, S! G. Smith seated; Mr. Wentworth unseated. Be- 
verley: Major Edwards seated and Mr. Walters unseated. 
Bury: Mr. Peel seated. Cheltenham: Colonel Berkeley 
seated. Dartmouth: Mr. Schenley unseated; void election. } 
Glocester: Mr. Price and Mr. Monk unseated; void election. 
Huddersfield: Mr. E. A. Leatham seated. Kingston-upon- 
Hull: Mr. Hoare unseated; void election. North Leicester- 
shire: Lord John Manners and Mr. Hartopp seated. Limerick 
City: Major Gavin seated. Maidstone: Mr. Buxton and Mr. 
Lee seated. Norwich: Lord Bury and Mr. Shneider un- 
seated; void election. Preston: Mr. Grenfell seated. Wake- 
field: Mr. W. H. Leatham unseated; void election, 


Tue New Income Tax.—The new Income Tax Act has 
just been printed. The additional duty of 4d, in the pound is 
payable on all incomes amounting to and above £150 a year. 
It has been supposed that the duty of 13d. would be imposed on 
incomes not exceeding £150, but the words are very clear on the 
subject, The additional 4d. in the pound on property, profits, 
and gain, and on lands, tenements, hereditaments, and heritages 
in England 2d., and in Scotland and Ireland 14d., “shall be 
collected and paid with, and over and above, the first moiety of 
the date assessed or charged.” The additional rates of duty 
are to be charged on half-yearly and quarterly assessments, 
Deductions are to be made on payment of interest, rent, &c.; 
and if such payments be made without the deduction, they may 
be recovered and received from the person to whom the same 
may be made. The allowance of duty to persons in respect of 
deferred annuities is to be extended to the like annuities con- 
tracted for with the National Debt Commissioners, The Act 
reduces the period of credit allowed to maltsters from eighteen 
to twelve weeks, and a discount of six weeks is to be allowed 
to them in consequence of the reduction of credit on all malt 
made on and after the Ist of October next, and before the Ist 
April, 1860. The additional duties can be collected in the 
half-year ending next October on incomes, 


COMMITMENTS BY County Courts.— The new Act of 
Parliament to limit the power of imprisonment by county 
courts is printed. It enacts, “ That if a party sum- 
moned under and by virtue of the Act of the 9 & 10 Vict. 
ce. 95, s. 98, shall not attend, as required by such summons, or 
allege a sufficient excuse for not attending, it shall not be 
lawful for the judge before whom such party shall have been 
so summoned, to order that such party shall be committed to 
prison, unless it shall appear to the satisfaction of such judge 
that such party, if a defendant, in incurring the debt or liability 
which is the subject of the action in which judgment has been 
obtained, has obtained credit from the plaintiff under false pre- 
tences, or by means of fraud, or breach of trust, or has wilfully 
contracted such debt or liability without having had, at the 
time, a reasonable expectation of being able to pay or discharge 
the same; or shall have made, or caused to be made any gift, 
delivery, or transfer of any property; or shall have charged, 
removed, or concealed the same with intent to defraud his cre- 
ditors or any of them; or has then, or las had since the judg- 
ment obtained against him, sufficient means and ability to pay 
the debt or damages, or costs so recovered against him, either 
altogether or by any instalment or instalments which the 
Court, in which judgment was obtained, shall have ordered, 
and shall have refused or neglected to pay the same.” The 
Act is now in operation. 


DISPUTES BETWEEN Masters AND WorkmEN.—A Bill 
‘* to establish Equitable Councils of Conciliation to adjust Dif- 
ferences between Masters and Operatives” has been prepared 
and brought in by Mr. Mackinnon, M.P., but of course only 
for the consideration of hon. members during the present Par- 
liamentary recess. The councils of conciliation will consist of 
an equal number of masters and operatives, and the awards of 
these councils (with certain formal exceptions) will be final and 
conclusive, and not subject to review or challenge by any court 
or authority whatsoever. These councils will be licensed by 
the Secretary of State when duly formed (on petition to that 
effect). They must include at least two masters and two 
workmen, and not more than six masters and six workmen, 
with a chairman. The councils will be elected for one year 
only, on the first Monday in December: _ The petitioners for a 
license will elect the first council; but householders and part 
occupiers of houses in cities and boroughs (where a council has 
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| tion of the council, and the workmen elect. theirs. .The 
sions of the council are to be held in the Justice Court House, 


Acts or PartiaMENtT.—In this year (1859) the follo 
Acts were passed:——First Session (22 Victoria), public pat 
Acts, 35 ; local Acts, 35 ; private Acts, 1; total, 71. Second 
P Session (22 & 23 Victoria), public general Acts, 66; local 
Acts, 139; private Acts, 7; total, 212; grand total, 283. ‘ 
Pontrerract Exrection.—The case of Mr. Overend has 
been referred to Sir George Grey and Sir John Pakington, and 
these gentlemen will ask the aid of Sir J. Coleridge as umpire, 
CoLonists IN PartiamMEeNntT.—Mr. John Dunn, jun., who 
has just been returned as the Conservative member for Dart. 
mouth, was formerly of Hobart Town. Mr. Dunn was a 
colonist of considerable standing, both in political and com. 
mercial circles. He was a member of the old Legislative 
Council, and as an extensive merchant and shipowner is stil} 
largely interested in the Australian colonies. Curiously 
enough. the defeated candidate on this occasion was Mr. Stuart 
Donaldson, also an eminent merchant of Sydney, and the first 
premier of New South Wales under the new. constitution 
establishing responsible government. Mr. Donaldson has esta. 
blished for himself a considerable reputation as a financier 
and an able speaker.—Australian and New Zealand Gazette, 
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LETTERS TO INSOLVENT DEBTORS. 
(From the Civil Service Gazette). 

We inserted last week a rather mysterious paragraph, stati 
that a great number of letters addressed to the ovis 
assignee of the Insolvent Debtors Court Office, containing 
postage-stamps and post-office orders—being remittances from 
debtors to different insolvents—had been purloined after de 
livery by the postman, and the money obtained on the orders 
by forgery of the provisional assignee’s name. On inquiry we 
learn that the statement is quite correct, and that the post-office 
orders taken from the letters referred to amounted to more they 
£70 during a period of about two months, and were remit- 
tances to the different estates of insolvent debtors. What was 
the amount in postage-stamps, a convenient mode of sending 
small sums, abstracted during the same period, isnot at present 
ascertained; but it was probably small. We also learn that 
some persons who have not received acknowledgments for their 
remittances have written to the General Post Office to inquire 
about the fate of their letters, and that investigations are going on, 
When the question is asked at the office of the Insclvent Debtors 
Court if a particular missing letter had been delivered, the 
reply invariably is—No; but, notwithstanding that, it might 
have been, and most probably was, duly delivered. Hence some 
of the Letter carriers for that district may fall, and probably 
do fall, under unjust suspicion, and blame is attributed to them 
of which they are altogether free. It appears, indeed, that the 
practice of this Court with respect to letters is most loose and 
careless, so much so as to render it matter of astonishment that 
any of them fall into the hands of their right owners. Letters 
after being delivered by the postmam at the office of the Insol- 
vent Debtors Court are left lying about on the different tables 
and counters, and may be carried away by any one disposed t0 
lay handson them. We are informed that it frequently occurs 
that letters left at this office do not reach their proper destination 
for two or three days after delivery. Such a system, or want 
of system, in so important a part of business is very descredit- 
able to any public office, and should be: forthwith changed. 


y= 
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The Law of Attorney ov Solicitor and Client. 
(By J. Narrer Hicerns, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 
IV. 
PROCEEDINGS BEFORE JUDICIAL TRIBUNALS, 
(Continued from page 785.) 

The client is also liable, as against the opposite party, for 
the consequences of irregular proceedings in the cause 
attorney; as where an attorney, retamed to enforce a judg- 
ment, issued a ca. sa. when the debt was reduced below £20, 
under which the defendant was arrested, Collett v. Foster: 





been formed) may be registered as voters for the council, and 
be elected thereto. The masters will nominate their own por- 


(2H. & N. 356}; Barkerv. Braham (2 W. Bl.866).. Inthe formet 
case, Pollock, C. B., said, that he was not aware of any excep+ 
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tion to the rule, that a person is liable for the acts of his attor- 
in the conduct of a suit at law brought under his authority. 

He gives to the attorney the right to represent him, and he is 
ible for what the attorney does. The client may also 

be bound by the acts of his attorney, not merely in the suit, 
but also by acts purporting to be done by the attorney in 
reference to the suit, even though he has no explicit authority 
from his client to do such acts. Thus, where an attorney em- 
ployed a surveyor to make surveys and valuations, in order to 
ualify himself to give evidence on a trial on behalf of the 
client, it has been held by the Court of Exchequer that the attor- 
ney is not liable to the surveyor for the expense of thesurveys and 
hisattendance to give evidence, and that the witness, in the absence 
ofexpressstipulation, must, in such a case, look to the client him- 
self ; Lee v. Everest (2 H. & N. 285). In that case it appeared, in 
evidence, that the surveyor originally considered and treated 
the client, and not the attorney, as the person by whom he was 
employed. The Court, however, laid it down expressly, that 
where an attorney employs a person for a purpose—such as 
that for which the plaintiff, in Lee v. Everest, was employed, 
the attorney is only the agent for his client; and that, prima 
facie, the party, and not the attorney, is liable for such a claim. 
Lord Abinger, C. B., laid down the same rule in Robins v. Bridge 


(3 M. & W. 114), as to the liability of the client to pay the ex-_ 


mses of a witness who had been subpcenaed by the attorney. 

erule, as stated by his Lordship, in delivering the judgment of 
the Court, is as follows:—The attorney “doesnot make himself 
liable for anything, unless it is for those charges which he is 
himself bound to pay, and for which he makes a charge.” 
Lord Eldon, however, in Ex parte Hartop (12 Ves. 352), held, 
that a solicitor who sued out a commission of bankruptcy, and 
employed a messenger of the Court, is liable to the messenger 
for the payment of his fees; and a bailiff employed by an 
attorney to execute writs, may maintain an action against 
him for his fees; Foster vy, Blakelock (5 B. & C. 328); 
aud see Walbank v. Quarterman, (3 C. B. 94); Brewer v. 
Jones (10 Exch. 655); Fendall v. Nokes (7 Scott, 647). 
The question in such cases is always, whether the 


act in question is or is not within the general authority (which 
may be either express or implied), of the attorney. 

Whether an attorney has power (as between himself and 
his client), under his retainer as attorney in a cause, 


to refer it to arbitration, does not appear to be wholly 
free from doubt, upon the result of the authorities; but, 
as between the client and the opposite party, where no 
collusion exists, the Court would probably hold the client 
bound by the act of his attorney, even though it was done 
against the client’s: express directions; Filmer v. Delber 
(8 Taunt. 486). 

In Faviell v. The Eastern Counties Railway Company (2 Exch. 
344), the Court of Exchequer appeared to entertain no doubt 
that such was the rule. Platt, B., there says, that “an attor- 
ney who has once appeared for a party has jurisdiction over the 
cause, and may refer it. If the attorney acted without autho- 
rity, and the client is injured, he has a remedy by action 
@gainst the attorney. , Here the attorney having, in fact, ap- 
peared for the defendants, they are estopped from saying that 
he was not properly appointed (the defendants being a corpora- 
tion), and having authority to appear, he had also authority to 
conduct the whole case;” and see Ldwards v, Cooper (3 Car. 
& Pay. 277); Thomas v.. Hewes (2 Cr. & Mee. 519); and also 
Tveson y. Coningham (2 D, & R. 307). 

But the Court of Common Pleas, in Bodington v. Harris 
(1 Bing. 187), granted a new trial where a defendant's attor- 
ney entered into a consent rule against the directions of his 
client. It. was an action for a nuisance, and was de- 
fended by the defendant’s landlord, whose attorney at the 
trial entered into a consent rule to abate the nuisance 
against his client's directions. It afterwards appeared 
that, in fact, the grievance complained of was no nuisance; 
and the Court held that there ought to be a new trial under 
all the circumstances; but the Court desired that its decision 
should not form a precedent. 

As to what admissions of an attorney are evidence against 
his client, see Roscoe’s Evid. N, P., 9th ed. 

_ None of these decisions at common law appear to go so far 
in fayonr of the client as the case of Wheatley vy. Bastow 
3 W. R. 540), in which a fund in Court was assigned to a cre- 

r to secure a debt due to him; and was afterwards paid out 

of court, without his knowledge, his solicitor having without 
authority instructed counsel to appear for him and consent. 
Under these circumstances the Lords Justices held that the 
ereditor was not, bound by this unauthorised act of his solici- 
tor. But)it seems to have influenced their Lordships’ minds in 





coming to this conclusion that, in. fact, the order was obtained 
by the fraud of the solicitor, whose conduct was as much 
wrong towards his client as if they had been mere strangers. 

Whether an attorney has acted beyond the scope of his 
authority, is obviously a very different inquiry from the ques- 
tion whether he ever had any authority to act for the assumed 
client, The general rule for both courts of law and equity 
is, where an attorney appears, to proceed as if he had authority, 
leaving the clieng to such remedy as he may have, if the attor- 
ney had not authbrity. The rule is stated in words to this 
effect per Holt, C. J., in 1 Salk 86; but in Anon. 1 Salk 88, 
the Court thus qualifies the rule: “ If the attorney be able and 
responsible, we will not set aside the judgment. The reason 
is, because the judgment is regular, and the plaintiff ought not 
to suffer, for there is no fault in him; but if the attorney be 
not responsible, or suspicious, we will set aside} the judgment, 
for otherwise the defendant has no remedy, and any one may 
be undone by that means;” and see Anon. 6 Mod, 16. 

The reason alleged, however, for this qualification has not 
been considered satisfactory; and accordingly Rolfe, B., in 
Bayley v. Buckland (1 Exch. 6), in delivering the judgment of 
the Court, observes, that “the non-responsibility or sus- 
piciousness of the attorney is but a vague sort of criterion of 
safety to the defendant, for by the hypothesis, the defendant is 
wholly without blame, and may notwithstanding be ruined. 
It is true that the plaintiff is equally blameless, but then the 
plaintiff, if the judgment be set aside, has his remedy against 
the defendant as before, and suffers only the delay and possible 
loss of costs.” 

In that case, therefore, the Court of Exchequer laid down a 
different rule, and confined the liability of the defendant to 
cases in which the course of the proceedings has given him 
notice of the action being brought against him. For instance, 
where the defendant himself has been served with process, and 
an attorney without authority appears for him, the Court will 
proceed as if the attorney had authority; because in such a case 
the defendant, having knowledge of the suit being commenced, is 
guilty of an omission in not appearing by his own attorney, if 
he has any defence; and, on the other hand, the plaintiff is 
without blame. “ But even in that case,” said his Lordship, 
“if the attorney be not solvent, we should relieve the defend- 
ant upon equitable terms, if he had a defence on the merits. 
If the attorney were solvent, it would not be unjust to leave the 
defendant to his remedy by summary application against him. 
On the other hand, if the plaintiff, without serving the defend- 
ant, accepts the appearance of an unauthorised agent for the 
defendant, he is not wholly free from the imputation of negli- 
gence; the law requires him to give notice to the defendant, by 
serving the writ, and he has not done so.” In such a case, the 
plaintiff will be left to recover ais costs from the unauthorised 
attorney for the defendant, by summary proceedings. 

In these cases the question arises between the plaintiff and 
defendant, and is, as to which of them—both being aggrieved— 
has been guilty of laches, so as to cause the Court to lean in 
favour of the other. But these considerations, of course, 
cannot operate in favour of the attorney, who stands in pari 
delictu, in reference to both sides. Courts of law and equity 
adopt substantially the same course with an attorney who 
commences a suit without the authority of the plaintiff. The 
only difference is, that ordinarily the question has arisen in 
courts of equity, where persons have been made _ plaintiffs 
merely as formal parties, and the rule of that court being that, 
unless under special circumstances, a co-plaintiff, who the 
Court considers has authorised or acquiesced in the policy of 
the bill, is not allowed to withdraw from the prosecution of the 
suit, except upon such terms as will prevent it from being 
detrimental to the other plaintiff (see Holkirk v. Holkirk, 4 Madd, 
50); and from the numerous steps in a Chancery suit, and 
the time which it lasted (until the recent change brought 
about by the Chancery Amendment Act, 1852), the question 
of acquiescence on the part of the assumed client was much 
more likely to be raised in a Chancery suit than in a common 
law action; see Re Manby (3 Jur., N.S., 260). 

Where a suit in equity has been instituted by a solicitor 
without authority, the client may have the bill dismissed with 
costs against the solicitor, who will also have to pay the costs 
of the motion to dismiss (Allen v. Bone, 4 Beav. 493; Cross- 
ley v. Crowther, 21 L. J. Ch. 565); and if the name of a 
person is made use of in a bill as co-plaintiff without his con- 
sent, he may have it struck out, with costs against the solicitor, 
unless the co-plaintiff, by his delay, allows further steps in the 
suit to be taken, after he is aware of his name haying been so 
used; Wilson v. Wilson (1 Jac. & W. 457). 

In Wade v. Stanley (1 Jac. & W. 674), the bill was dismissed 
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with costs, and a co-plaintiff was served with a subpeena to pay 
them, before he was aware that his name had been made use of, 
for which he had given the solicitor no authority, and Lord 
Eldon there ordered the solicitor to pay the defendant the 
whole costs, which had been ordered to be paid by the plaintiffs 
tothe defendant, with liberty to the solicitor to make such 
application as he might be advised against the other plaintiffs. 
(See Dan. Ch. Pr, 406). And courts of equity take care also 
that, as between a client and his solicitor, the client shall not 
suffer in respect of unnecessary proceedings instituted by the 
solicitor; as where the solicitor improperly abandons a suit 
which has been prosecuted up to a certain point, and unneces- 
sarily institutes a new suit; Wood v. Wood (4 Russ, 558). 

There is a similar rule in courts of common law, where an 
attorney commences an action without authority from the 
plaintiff. Under such circumstances, it is equally open to the 
assumed client to move to set aside the proceedings, or to have 

his remedy against the attorney by action; Doe v. Eyton 
(3 B. & Adol. 785). The defendant also may have the pro- 
ceedings stayed, and compel the attorney to pay the costs of 
his defence—Hubbart v. Phillips (13 M. & W. 702)—even 
after judgment against him; Robson v. Eaton (1 T. R. 62); 
Dupen v. Keeling (4 Car. & Pay. 102); Anderson v. Wat- 
son (3 Car. & Pay. 214); and see Hammond v. Thorpe 
(1 ©. M. & R. 64); Souter v. Watts (2 Dow]. 268); West- 

v. Frost (17 L. J., Q. B., 286); Cottertll v. Jones 
(11 C. B. 718). The rule is, that proceedings will be stayed 
on the application either of the plaintiff or the defendant, but 
not in the absence of the opposite party; per Parke, B., in 
Thatcher v. D’ Aguilar (4 W. R. 149). 

Where an attorney appeared, without authority, for a defen- 
dant in an affiliation case, the defendant was left to his remedy, 
if any, for such unauthorised appearance; Reg. v. Higham 
(5 W. R., Q. B., 507). 

Effect of attorney not being certificated or enrolled.—Where an 

attorney is disabled from suing, by reason of his being without 
a certificate when the action accrued, warrants of attorney 
and other securities, which he had taken from his client for 
business so done, were set aside, upon the ground that, if he 
could not sue for work done as an attorney, he ought to be 
allowed to avail himself of the securities which he had obtained 
in respect of that work ; Wilton v. Chambers (7 Ad. & Ell. 524). 
But a pleading put in by an uncertificated attorney will not be 
treated as a nullity; Haydon v. Mynn (Cro. Jac. 521); Hill v. 
Mills (2 Dowl. P. C. 696); Bayley v. Thompson (2 C. & M. 673). 
Tn the last-named case, Parke, B., observed, that “it would be hard 
if the client, who has no means of knowing whether the person 
he employs is an attorney or not, should suffer;” and there are 
several cases in which it has been held that a client shall not 
suffer on account of his attorney not being enrolled, or being 
without a certificate. Thus, the Court refused to set aside a 
j t obtained by an uncertificated attorney ; Smith v. 
Wilson (1 Dowl. P. C. 545)—nor will it quash a habeas corpus} 
sued out ; Glyn v. Hutchinson (2 Ad. & Ell. 660)—nor cancel 
a bail-bond, because the capias was sued out ; Welch v. Pribble 
(4 D. & R. 215)—nor reject bail, because it was put in ; 
(Anon. 2 Ch. 98)—nor discharge a rule for setting aside pro- 
ceedings, because it was obtained (Harding v. Purkess, 2 Marsh, 
228) by an uncertificated attorney. 

When the fact that the attorney is not enrolled, or is without 
a certificate, or that he has never been admitted, is discovered, 
the proper course for the client to adopt is, to move to sta 

ings till a proper attorney shall be appointed; Constable 
v. Johnson (1 Dowl. P. C. 598), and per Lord Lyndhurst, C, B. 
in Bayléy v. Thompson (sup.) Or the other side may move to 
set aside the proceedings; and the defendant, if he desires to 
settle the action, may have the proceedings stayed on payment 
of the plaintiff's claim, without costs, except when the plaintiff 
has made advances in the suit to the attorney, without being 
aware of his disqualification, when the defendant cannot put 
an end to the proceedings without paying the plaintiff’s costs to 
the amount of the money so advanced by him; Paterson v. 
Powell (2 Dowl. P. C. 738); Wilson v. Knapp (8 Dowl. P. C. 
426); Reeder v. Bloom (3 Bing.9); Young v. Dowlman(3 Y. & 
5. 24); Humphreys v. Harvey (1 B. N.C. 62). 

But where the client was aware of the disqualification of the 
attorney when he employed him, the client is entitled to no 
relief as against the opposite party; Harding v. Purkess (2 
Marsh 228); and where a plaintiff, without serving a defend- 
ant, accepts the appearance of an unauthorised attorney for the 
defendant, the Court will set aside the judgment as irregular, 
with costs, and leave the plaintiff to recover those'costs from 
the delinquent attorney; Bayley v. Buckland (1 Exch. 1). 

An ahalogous question has arisen, where an attorney who 


cery. Sir J. Leach, M.R., was of opinion that, under the provi- 
sions of 2 Geo, 2, c. 23, an attorney could not practise in courts 
of equity, in the name of a solicitor, as his agent, although a so 
licitor might, under that section, practise in the name of an 
attorney; Sumner v. Ridgway (1 Russ. & Myl. 748); HM 

v. Bantock (2 Myl. & K. 487); Coates v. Hawkyard (1 Russ. 
Myl. 746); but see Lawrence v. Sharpe (1 Hog. 84). And ag 
to a person who is an attorney, but not a solicitor, acting 
under and in an award in an equity suit, see Prebble v. Bog- 
hurst (2 Sim. 246: s.c. 1 Russ. & Myl. 744). A notice of 
motion in Chancery, by one who is not admitted a solicitor, is 
not valid; Ex parte Grosvenor (3 P. Wms. 103). But wherea 
solicitor, through inadvertence, had omitted to sign the roll 
of the Court of Bankruptcy, he was admitted, under 
circumstances, an attorney of the Court, nunc pro tunc; Ex 
parte Tanner (3 Deac, & C. 10). 


To be continued. 
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The Provinces. 


Lincotn.— The Recordership—At a meeting of the Lincoln 
town council, specially convened, on Saturday last, the mayor 
in the chair, the following resolutions were unanimously agreed 

:—“ That, in the opinion of this council, the appointment of 
Recorder for Lincoln by her Majesty’s Government, without 
giving this council, as the representatives of the public, an 
opportunity of expressing any opinion upon the merits of gentle- 
men qualified to fill the office in question, isa slight shown to the 
,principle of local self-government, and a further proof of the mis- 
chievous and ever encroaching principles of centralisation, so 
much in favour with the governing class in this country. That the 
selection of the Hon. G. C. Vernon to fill the office of Recorder, 
lately held by Nathan Clarke, Esq., deceased, is injudicious, 
and likely to shake the confidence of the people in the proper 
administration of justice, Mr. Vernon being an unknown and 
untried man, and elevated over others of the Midland bar, who 
have acquired considerable practice, and who, having enj 
the advantages resulting from much longer experience in 
profession, would commence their judicial career with the entire 
confidence of the public.” 


Cele mae eames 


Trelanvd. 


CHANGES ON THE JUDICIAL BENCH. 


Tt is widely rumoured that the chief seat in the Court of 
Queen’s Bench will be vacated before Michaelmas term com- 
mences. C.J, Lefroy has outlived all his contemporaries, and 
is a full generation older than any of those who practise before’ 
him. His resignation was anxiously looked for some months 
since, when, in due course of things, the brilliant but erratic 
Whiteside would, by virtue of his then office of Attorney- 
General, have claimed and obtained the promotion, and have 
thus been compensated for valuable services to his party. But 
the venerable C.J. was not to be beguiled into resignation of 
office, even to make way for a political friend; and it is certain 
that nothing but failing health will induce him to vacate 
position, the honours and emoluments of which are still 
by him quite as highly as they could be by any younger or 
poorer man at the bar. Assuming, then, that the nonogen' 
Chief Justice gives in before Michaelmas Term, the question is, 
how will that important vacancy be filled up ? 

The Attorney-General (J. D. Fitzgerald), who is com- 
paratively a junior man, will hardly have a stronger ‘claim 
than the able and learned C. J. Monahan, ‘who has presided 
with distinction in the Common Pleas for ten years past; and 
for several reasons we incline to the opinion that the latter will 
be preferred as head of the Common Law. 
Pleas would then fall to the lot of the Attorney-General ; 
twenty years hence, he having then attained the ps a 
when men become judges, may reasonably look out for 
promotion. 

Judges Perrin and Ball are both understood to be contem-. 
plating retirement from judicial office—the former especially 
being in infirm health, The first vacancy that occurs among 
the puisne judges will not improtMbly be filled by ' 
appointment of Serjeant O'Hagan, and no appoiritment 
be more popular with all parties. The } ~! 
(Deasy) will ako be an ornartient to the bench 
reaches it, and that period cannot be far distant, 








account only would the promotions above indicated 





was not a solicitor attempted to practise in the Court of Chan. 


Eqaue 


SecseEGtiEs & 


F 
2 


SEERH A RSEETESZI LEFF EGELEE, ZEEE 


Bes 


eeeced pere es 


| 


iH 


on ae THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


801 








the individuals are Roman Catholics; 


religion, will not exactly approve 

of any deviation from the system of alternate selection tacitly 

adopted for some years by liberal Governments, and which is 

led as a fair compromise. But an understand- 

fig of this may have to give way when the men, in other 

right men,” happen to be all of the unreformed 

oe he to exclude any of them on that account only would 
be inconsistent with the principles of the Emancipation Act. 

Court oF Bankruptcy aNnp INsoLVENcY.—This court 

pho bape pare with business since the new Act tminished 


new judges of the Court, Berwick and _ Lynch, are in “the vigour 
of their years, and are doubtless as willing as they are abie, to 
cope with the severe labours which await them. The mercan- 
y desirous that more frequent sittings of 
be held; and we have not the least doubt, 
when the attention of the present judges of the Court has 
called to this point, they will make such alterations in 
practice and times of sitting, as will facilitate suitors and 

SU Uccamure at ineioemn on tee eageaii. 

LanpEep Estares Court.—The new Code of Practice of 
this Court is at length made public, and, as it is in substitution 
of all former rules and regulations of the Court, we propose next 
week to furnish an outline of it, and such an outline as may 

Sn cone in particular i gr rhage the course 
practice w long experience of the snbject has induced 
this Court finally to adopt. 

Brovest to Boox.—The Times publishes a letter from 
een e Anton, woh it iit relused to insert in April 
last, and in doing so gives the following apology :—“ On the 
16th of April, in our Parliamentary report of Mr. Whiteside’s 
speech relative to setting aside certain jurors in Ireland, a pas- 
sage occurs in a letter, purporting to have been read from the 
Crown Solicitor of Antrim county, to the effect that a Mr. 
M'Caldin, one of the. gentlemen set aside, was objected to as 
being an atheist and a violent party man. On the 19th of April 
we received the following letter from a Mr. James M‘Caldin, 

complaining that he was stated to be’an atheist and a violent 

<7 mn It not being at that time apparent how Mr. James 
was affected by a statement which did not apply spe- 
cifically tohim no notice was taken of the communication. It 
a oe Mr. James M‘Caldin was the only gen- 
of that name on the Antrim jury panel, and, conse- 
quently, the gentleman to whom the Crown solicitor’s report 
Wi that the letter was not pub- 


e now publish it, and vn aly 


should have ap; in our 
means any pain been inflicted on the feel. 
M' who, so far from being an atheist, 
Tel grees raahagerpredeneer s Auharpusees. 
@ gent tability and position 
and who has taken but li serpy han em gan beg 
[a ae 


Scotland. 


URCH AND THE Law.—The Free Church in Seot- 
the of 5 





Set Be chee be seleeteted soniniote of Ne Boner how 
The Free Church m the Court of Session, but only to 
plead that, whether it was right or wrong in its proceedings, 
these were ecclesiastical in their character, and 
cannot be submitted to the review of a civil court; that this is 
notoriously the principle on which the Free Church is founded, 
and to which Mr. Macmillan had himself avowed obedience; 
and that, therefore, the adjudication of such matters by the 
Court would be an infringement of the toleration granted to 
British Dissenting churches. The question is still pending. 


A Lorp or Session with Spurious Bank Norers.—On 
the 4th inst., one of the Lords of Session, on his way to 
Edinburgh from Ireland, lodged in one of the hotels in Carlisle, 
and on leaving gave what he supposed to be a £10 Bank of 
England note, for the purpose of paying his bill. A short time 
only elapsed before it was discovered that the bank note was 
not a genuine one; and, on information of the circumstance 

being sent to the ice authorities here, Mr. Jones went to 
Caribe and peal or that it was a spurious Bank of England 
note. His Lordship having been communicated with, the 
mistake was rectified, and on examining the rest of his notes 
he found to his surprise that several of them were also worth- 
less.— Dumfries Standard. 


THE LaTE Sim James Wrtie.—The Alloa Advertiser, al- 
luding to the defeat of the Emperor of Russia in the Vice- 
Chancellor’s Court, in his attempt to appropriate the £70,000 
which the late Sir James om physician to the Emperor 
Nicholas, had invested in the funds, says:—“ The 
‘heir-at-law’ is Mr. Walter Wylie, shipowner, Kincardine, Sir 
James's sole surviving ; and the handsome sum of 
4€70,000 will fall to be shared by  fow highly-respected families 
in our own district, and one in Dundee will also reap 
the benefit of the Vice-Chancellor’s judgment. It was in 1846 
that Sir James Wylie invested £50,000 in the English funds, 
his intention being to purchase an estate in Scotland, and 
thereafter return to spend the evening of his days in his native 
country. The abolition of the corn-laws shortly afterwards 
gave rise to the idea in some quarters that land would be de- 
ete en, sot 5 ae ee ee to Scotland. 

£50,000 meanwhile lay accumulating till the death of Sir 
James in 1854, and it has been accumulating since till it has 
now reached the goodly amount already stated. The 
of the action fall to be deducted from the £70,000.” 


ANCESTRY OF THE Ear or Minto.—We extract the follow- 
ing anecdote from the obituary of the late Edfl of Minto, 
contained in the Times.—“Gilbert Elliot, who after- 
wards assumed the names of Murray and Kynynmonc, was 
the eldest son of Sir Gilbert Elliot, the first Earl of Minto, who 
was descended from a certain Gilbert Elliot, popularly known 
as Gibbie Elliot, to whom the fortunes of the family are due. 
Gibbie Elliot life as a writer in Edinburgh, and as such 
undertook the defence of Mr. Veitch against the Government 
of Charles oF ee ee waters Boy Sa 
own expense; for he was immediately denounced by Scottish 
Privy Council as guilty ofhigh treason He : 
tinent, where he remained until the Revolution, w 
to Edinburgh, and was rewarded for his courage and his suffer- 
ings with the office of Clerk to the Privy Council. From this 
post he gradually rose to the rank of a judge, and a story is told 
that when on the gentle, Coe te Senge males ee 
visiting his old friend Veiteh, whom he had managed so dexter- 
ously to defend. ‘Ah! Willie,  oeakl have Uae thas tae 
been for me the wets Custis) ould hawt bolero 
pow on the Ni enbige op ‘Ah! Gibbie, Gibbie’ Sitch 
bere wan nen yas ee Reale doy wre have been 


Curious Semmaiiintt By a Ramtwar pone .—Some 

Sajured ty the of the Greenock Railway Company to parties 

by the late accident are curious, among which we may 

aca So acho who got a black eye through the col- 

lision, and who received by way of solatium a season ticket for 
a year and a half—Ayr Observer. 
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INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


AwniaL Report of THE CoUNCIL TO THE GENERAL 
MEETING OF THE MEMBERS, JUNE 28, 1859. 
1. Alterations in the Law. 

‘In proceeding to communicate to the members of the society 
the general nature and result of the méasures which have been 
adopted since the last annual meeting, as well in regard to the 
interests of the profession at large, as of the society and its 
affairs, the council in the first place propose to notice the 
statutes which have been passed during the year, so far as they 
relate to the law and practice of the courts. 

The statutes which were enacted between thé last annual 
meeting and the close of the session of 1858 were .as 
follows :— 

The Joint ‘Stock Companies Amendment ‘Act, 20 & 21 Vict. c. 60. 

- The Landed. Estates Court Ireland Act, c. 72. 
The Settled Estates Act Amendment, c. 77. 
‘The Drafts on Bankers Act, ¢.'79, relating to crossed cheques. 
- The Joint Stock Banking Companies Act, ¢. 91, on the principle of 
Limited Liability. 
The Copyholds Act Amendment, c. 94. 
_ ‘The Court of Probate Act Amendment, c. 95. 

The Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act Amendment, c, 108. 

During the progress of these measures through Parliament, 
they were carefully watched by the council, with a view to 
the introduction therein of such amendments ‘as. the interests 
of the profession and the public appeared ‘to require. The 
efforts of the council were ‘on many occasions ‘attended with 
success; and they may refer in particular to ‘the Probate an 
Divorce Court Amendment Bills, in which various ‘alterations 
were ‘made at their suggestion’ in refererice to the’ qualifications 
of the officers and practitioners in those courts. They could 
not, however, obtain the correction of ‘those enactments by 
means of which the district registrars are enabled to practise 
as »proctors and solicitors in testamentary ‘matters; and’ this 
defect in the system will probably continue until they’are ‘re- 
miunerated by salaries instead of fees,as are the registrars ‘in 
the principal registry in London. 

Owing to the dissolution of Parliament, but few Acts have 
received the Royal assent during the‘present year. ‘So far‘as 
they concern the profession, they’are as follow — 

The affidavit by Commission Act, 22 Vict. c. 16, enabling 
the judges to grant commissions to attorneys to administer 
oaths in Common Law within ten miles of London. This Bill 
was prepared by the council, and introduced into; the House of 
Commons by Mr, Bovill, to whose assistance and exertions, 
during its progress through the House the society and the pro-, 
fession are much indebted. : 

The evidence by Commission Act, 22 Vict. c,.20, providing, 
for taking evidence in this country in suits and,proceedings, 
pending before tribunals in her Majesty’s dominions.in places 
out. of the jurisdiction of such. tribunals, 

The County Courts Act Amendment,.¢,.8, repealing the; 
32nd section of the 9 & 10 Vict. .c. 95, and authorising high 
bailiffs to be appointed for the county.courts in Southwark and 
Westminster, as for other county courts. 

‘2. New Bills in Parliament. 

The ‘Bills introduced into ‘Parliament between the com- 
miencement and dissolution of the first session of this year, and’ 
which ‘did ‘not pass into law, were as follow :— _ 

, By whom introduced. 
‘Lord St. Leonards. 
Lord Brongham. 
«-4- ‘Lord Chancellor. 
-»-. Lord Brougham. 
*“*** + Lord Chancellor. 
Lord Campbell. 


Debtor, and Credito 

Law, of Evidence. . » r. ogy vans cee 
Trading Companies Winding-up 
Court of Ohancery Accommodation 
Vexatious Indictments 

Juries in Civil Causes 

Titles to Laséed Solicitor-General. 


+» Mr, Locke King. 
- Lord John Russell. 
. Mr. Bovill. 
Mr. Danlop. 
Lord John Manners. , 
Mr. Hadfield. 
Amongst these, the most important in regard to the interests 
of the profession were probably, the two ii by- Sir 
Hugh Cairns, the late Solicitor-General, for establishing a! 
a court for the investigation of titles.to landed.estates, and -for:: 
the registry of titles after investigation inthe Landed. Estates: 


r. 





Several objections to the details of these Bills as originally 


framed were brought tinder the notice of the Solicitor-General 
by the couiicil, and on many points he at once acceded to their 
suggestions. ; a 

The council have been in communication with various pro- 
vincial law societies on the subject of these Bills, theiprogress, 
of which was, however, stopped by the abrupt termination , 
the session. Should they again be introduced, the council 
use their best efforts to procure such further alterations.as may 
remove any remaining objections thereto. 

With regard to the Law of Property and ‘Trustees Relief 
Bill, introduced by Lord St. Leonards, and which passed the 
House of Lords, the council are of opinion, that. the:general 
object. of the Bill is highly beneficial to.the public, and it will 
haye the effect of obviating many legal difficulties in, the title 
to freehold and leasehold property, which are of constant.oc- 
currence, and are attended with heavy expenses, both to vendors 
and. purchasers. 

But they strougly objected to the 28th clause, which inter. 
posed new and severe penalties. in cases.of fraud, for which 
sufficient punishment is provided by the existing law, and the 
enactment of which would, in the opinion of the council, have 
a prejudicial effect on the interests of the public. 

The council also objected to the 25th clause of the bill, asp 
effect ‘repealing the provisions of the 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, and 
the 2°& 3 Vict. c.'11, which make registered judgments operate 
as charges upon Jand from the date of ‘registration. Under 
these provisions “no injury can accrue 'to a purchaser or mott- 
gagee who exercises the most ordinary degree. of caution, as a 
search of the register before payment of his purchase or mort. 
gage money will afford him all the iectantion he can reasonably 
require. 

The council further suggested, that the 30th clause (whi 
provides that trustees and executors, making payments und 
a power of attorney, should not be rendered liable by the death 
of the party giving the power) should be extended to all per. 
sons acting bona fide under ‘powers of attorney, without notice 
of ‘the death of the party who gave the ‘same. 

Amongst the Bills above enumerated ‘was one brought in 
Mr. Hadfield, for opening the-Court of Admiralty ‘to ‘the ‘ 
generally, and to'attorneys' and solicitors. ‘On this subject'the 
council addressed the Lord Chancellor, the First Lord of ‘the 
Admiralty, and the Secretary of State for the Home “Depart- 
ment, pointing out the reason ‘why’ the exclusive privileges of 
the advocates and proctors of the High ‘Court of Admiralty 
should cease, as similar privileges have already ceased ‘in regatt 
to the Courts of Probate and Divorce—adequate compensation 
being ‘given ‘to the ‘persons thus deprived of privileges, long 
enjoyed’ by them, on the same principles on which 
tion has already been awarded under the Probate ‘and | Divorce 
Acts. 


Ill. AMENDMENT OF THE Law or ATTORNEYS. 


Since the passing of the Attorteys and Solicitors Act, in 
1843, upwards of fifteen years ago, the council have’ lad m 
experience in cartying its provisions into effect, and have fre- 
quently had ‘under their consideration improvements. w 
might ‘be desirable in reference to the qualifications of 
cants for admission on the roll of attorneys, their edu 
ard examination, the registration of attorneys, the prévention 
of mal-practice, and the restraining of unqualified’ persons from 
encroaching on the rights and pfivileges of the regular members 
of this branch of the legal profession, and various other points 
of practical moment. 

The results of this experience-they have thought it right to 
emboily in.a Bill, the preparation of which has)occupied mnucl 
time and labour on the:part first of a special committee oftheir 
‘body, and‘afterwards.on that of the council at large. vi 

An outline of the:proposed Bill, arranged ‘so as. to show.a 
one glance the alterations which. its»provisions would effect.in: 
the existing law, was stbmitted to the judges of, the »superior 
courts, and extensively circulated amongst the provincial law 
societies, and copies have been laid on -the hall table farthe 
consideration of the: menzbers of the society. <5 20 

It was expected that the Bill would have-been introduced 
into the House of Commons by Mr. Walpole -and. Mr... Bovill, 
‘who had kindly undertaken to support it; but the ‘state .0f 
public business prevented its intreduction into:the Jest. Parlia- 
‘ment. It is now proposed to submit the measure, :in thedfirst. 
‘instance, to the House of Lords, and the coundil have 
faction to state that the Lord Chancellor (who, as: ‘ 
Justice, had expressed his approbatién of its :provisions) has 
‘consented to introduce it into,'and to take thange of it in its 
passage through that House, 
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CONCENTRATION OF THE CoURTS AND OFFICES. 
subject has engaged a large share of the time and 
attention of the council during the past year, and its great 
ce to ‘the due administration of justice has been 
earnestly and repeatedly pressed by them on the consideration 
‘oth of the Government and the Legislature. 
With this view, the council have extensively circulated a 
pamphlet, prepared with great care by some of its members, and 
embodying their views on the whole subject, and a correspond- 


ence took place between the President and the Chief Com- | 


missioner of Public Works, a copy of which is appended to the 
nt report. 

Bills were introduced into Parliament, one by the late Lord 
Chancellor, in the House of Lords, for enabling the Society of 
Lincoln’s-inn to erect new courts of equity and chambers for 
the judges thereof within the inn, by the aid of the “ Suitors’ 
Find;” the other by the Chief Commissioner of Public Works, 
for furnishing land and houses, and erecting buildings in 
Doctors’ Commons for the use of the Courts of Probate and 
Divorce 


The council considered that both these measures would have 
een highly mischievous in their effect and operation, not only 
as ling a ‘mere partial and imperfect remedy for a general 
evil, but because they would have effectually prevented that 
ohcentration of all the courts and offices in one central situa- 
tion, which the council believe to be imperatively called 
for; they therefore’ presented petitions, under the seal 
‘f'the society, against both bills, and they eventually suc- 
eeded, not only in arresting the progress of these measures, 
but in procuring the appointment of a Royal commission, 
directed to Sir John Taylor Coleridge, Sir William 
Page Wood, Sir George Cornewall Lewis, Lord Wynford, Dr. 
Phillimore, and Mr, John Young, the president of this society, 
for the purpose of inquiring into “the expediency of bringing 
together, into one place or neighbourhood, all the superior 
courts of law and equity, the Probate and Divorce Courts, 
and the Court of Admiralty, and the various offices belonging 
tothe same,and into the means which exist, or may be supplied, 
for providing @ site or sites, and for erecting suitable buildings 
fer carrying out this object.” 

‘The council received great assistance in this object from Mr. 
‘Alexander Beresford Hope, who’ kindly undertook to present 
their petition to the House of Commons, and who exerted him- 
‘self, both with the late Government and otherwise, in further- 
dng the views of the council, in which he took a warm and 
lively interest. 

e 
Y. Practica, SuGGESTIONS AND AMENDMENTS. 

Examination of Witnesses in Chancery— The improvement 
which has been effected in the mode of taking evidence in 
Whancery, by the viva voce examination of witnesses before 
‘the examiners, has been attended with some inconveniences and 
defects, owing to the length of time occupied in the examina- 

cross-examination of the witnesses, and the difficulty 
of obtaining continuous appointments to complete the examina- 
tion, and the increased expense caused by the employment of 
‘ounsel on both sides, not only for a single plaintiff or defend- 
4nt, but for several other parties to the suit. An additional 
umber of examiners might remove or diminish the first 
‘$tievance, but no sufficient remedy for the second, it is appre- 
hended, can be found, except by increasing the number of 
‘equity judges, and enabling each judge, in cases of conflicting 


to hear the witnesses himself, to decide on questions | 


of the admissibility or rejection of evidence (which is not 


within the jurisdiction of the examiners): thus excluding | 


irregular, incompetent, or irrelevant testimony, abridging un- 
necessary examinations, and preparing the case for a more satis- 
factory hearing and determination.* 





* In the Report of the Equity Committee of the society, dated 2nd 
» 1851— the Chancery Commission—it was recommended 
Masters’ offices, as then constituted, should be abolished ; that 

ited, one of whom should be attached to 
the Master of the Rolls and Vice-Chancellors, 
‘ judges, and that each judge should each 
‘week sit three days in court and three days in chambers; so that the bar 
employed by four judges sitting constantly in court, and four 
would be always sitting in chambers working out (with their officers) 
of their cases.” 
each judge would combine in himself the offices of judge 
Page gy or officers would take their instructions im- 


the judge; ifuseless 

; reveney, oaths the judge would 

Tai uct ; it is not too much to-say, that a suit.in 
constitttion, might be comme 
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Lunacy Costs.—The attention of the council has been called 
to the fees allowed to solicitors of the Court of Chancery in 
matters of lunacy. It had been supposed, and there can be no 
doubt it was intended, that the new scale of costs, adopted in 
1856, would apply to all proceedings in courts of equity, but it 
appears that the taxing masters are of opinion ‘that the order 
in question does not in terms extend to proceedings in Imnacy, 
and that they do not consider themselves at liberty to act 
thereon. 

It follows that the remuneration allowed in proceedings in 
lunacy continues to be regulated by the old orders in Chancery, 
and thus a principle which has been in fact condemned by the 
new orders, is still maintained and applied in one of the branches 
of the court. 

The council, therefore, respectfully submitted to the late 
Lord Chancellor that this anomaly should be remedied, and 
that the remuneration of the solicitor on the broad principle of 
quantum meruit should be made to apply alike in all the 
branches of the court ; and the Lord Chancellor was solicited 
to issue an order directing the application to proceedings in 
lunacy of the orders of the Court by which fees generally are 
regulated. The suggestion has been referred by the Lord 
Chancellor to the officers of the court. 

Bankruptcy Costs—The council having been informed that 
alterations were proposed in the bankruptey scale of fees, 
applied to the late Lord Chancellor for leave to give ‘the 
council an opportunity of offering observations upon the pro- 
posed alterations before they were finally approved by his 
Lordship. The apprehended reductions have not been made. 

Admiralty Court Commissions to administer Oaths —The 
judge of the High Court of Admiralty being empowered, under 
the 17 & 18 Vict. c. 78, s. 3, to appoint commissioners to ad- 
minister oaths in that court, has invited the assistance of the 
council in the performance of this duty, and notice of such 
applications is accordingly sent to the council by the registrar 
of that court, in the same manner as is done in reference to 
commissioners for administering oaths in Chancery. 

Probate Court Fees and Charges—The 21st section of the 
20 & 21 Vict. c. 77, enacts that no registrar of the principal 
registry, nor any officer or clerk ia the principal registry, shall, 
directly or indirectly, practise as an advocate, barrister, proctor, 
solicitor, or attorney, or receive or participate in the fees of any 
other person so practising. But this prohibition does not‘ex- 
tend to the registrars and officers of the district courts. 

It appears to be the practice for district registrars to act as 
proctors, solicitors, or attorneys, by receiving instructions from 
the parties, and to charge them with the usual fees of a 
proctor or solicitor. To justify them in so acting, they should 
be duly admitted on the roll, and take out annual certificates. 
Complaints of the infringement of the law have been made to 
the council, and they have informed the parties that, if any 
case can be substantiated of a district registrar acting as 
proctor and solicitor without an annual certificate, it would be 
& proper case to represent to the judge, and to the Solicitor of 
the Inlarid Revenue, who might institute a prosecution for the 
recovery of the penalties for such illegal practice. 

As between the provincial attorney and the London agent, in 
probate and administration cases, the council, upon a 
to them, have expressed their opinion that, in the absence of 
any special agreement, the town agent is entitled to a moiety of 
the ad valorem fee specified in the schedule to the Act of Par- 
liament. 

New Rules-and Orders.—The following is a list of the Rules 
and Orders of Court made since the last general meeting, and 
printed for the use of, and sent to, members of the society :-— 

In the Court of Chancery. 

12th February, 1858. 
May, 1858. 

12th July, 1858. 
February, 1859. 


Drawing up Orders and Petitions in Causes. 

Commissions to administer Oaths. 

Petitions for re-hearing and Appeal. 

Directions to Solicitors as to rs to be left 
at the Registrar's Office. 

Interlineations in Affidavits. 

Regulations at the Registrar's Office. 

Trials before the Court, with or without a jury. 

Vacation business at Judges’ Chambers. 


Ist March, 1859. 
30th March, 1859, 
4th April, 1859. 


In the Probate Court. 
18th October, 1858. Further Rules and Orders in Non-contentious 
business and in Contentious business, 


12th November, 1858. Additional and amended Fees. 





yo in less time than is now consumed in bringing a contested cause to 
a hearing,” 

“There can be no doubt that, in all cases where facts are disputed, an 
examination, viva voce, in court, before the judge who hears the . 
would be the most satisfactory, and generally the cheapest mode of 
tar Aare ie ed nena I gan tt ene ne Feet 
see the bearing and conduct of the witnesses under examination ; the 
pommenittee, Ser, Saat this would be practicable, if the extension of the 
Ju power recommended by them were introduced.” 
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23rd February, 1859. Further Rules and Regulations. 


Fees payable in Stamps. 
In the Divorce Court. 
3rd December, 1858. Further Rules and Regulations, and additional 
Tables of Fees. 
Fees payable in Stamps. 
In the Common Law Courts. 


5th July, 1858. Costs on Appeals. 
12th July, 1858. Business at the Judges’ Chambers. 
14th December, 1858. Abolition of certain Court Fees. 

In the County Courts. 


4th February, 1858. Practice under the Probate Act, 20 & 21 Vict. 


a: f 

Amendments of Rules, Orders, and Forms. 

Registry of Orders ,of Protection of Property 
of deserted Married Women. 

Regulations for the admission of Solicitors and 
their registered Clerks to practise in the 
Debtors’ Prison. 


VI. Tae EXAMINATION AND REGISTRATION OF ATTORNEYS. 


In the course of the last four terms 443 candidates have 
been examined, of whom 392 were passed and 51 postponed. 
To the first class of the successful candidates 18 prizes were 
awarded, and 17 certificates of merit were granted to the 
second class, besides a favourable notice by the examiners of 13 
who were above the age of 26. The names of these gentlemen 
are given in an appendix to this report. 

The council have received several suggestions relating to the 
examination in the law and practice of the Courts, and as to 
further extending the scope of such examination, dividing the 
questions into four essential branches, and allowing the can. 
didates two days to write their answers. . 

These and other proposed improvements are under the careful 
consideration of the council and the special committee of their 
body, by which they are aided. 


VII. Usaces or THE PROFESSION IN CONVEYANCING 
MATTERS 

Several disputed points in conveyancing practice have been 
submitted to the council during the past year, and their 
opinions are recorded in a book in the secretary’s office. They 
havealso decided some questions which have been referred to 
them between solicitors, who might otherwise have incurred 
delay and expense in appealing tc the Court. 

When a sufficient number of these points have been collected 
to be generally useful to practitioners, the council will take 
into consideration the expediency of revising and publishing 
them. 


3rd January, 1859. 


8th February, 1858. 


VIIL Compiaints or MALPRACTICE. 

During the past year, the council regret that they have 
received several complaints of malpractice by members of the 
profession, and which they have investigated so far as their 
means of information extended. In one of these cases, the per- 
son accused has been struck off the roll of all the Courts; in 
two other cases, laborious investigations are in progress before 
the Masters; and in two more directions have been given to 
collect the requisite evidence. 

Amongst the encroachments on the rights of the regular 
practitioncr may be noticed the formation of societies called 
* Trade Protection Societies,” on the legality of which the 
opinions of counsel have been taken. One of the objectionable 
incidents connected with these societies is, that solicitors are 
induced to lend their names as the solicitors or secretaries of 
such societies, and are content to receive fees of an amount far 
inferior to the usual scale of professional charges. In other 
cases, where the secretary is not an attorney, some practitioner 
is found who, for the sake of an introduction to the creditors, 
is willing to conduct legal proceedings under an agreement to 
make no charge except for disbursements, and to depend for 
remuneration in those cases where the debtors are able to pay 
the coste of an action. 

The council have also received complaints against persons 
assuming to act in conveyancing business who were in no re- 
spect qualified to do so, and they have submitted the evidence 
in such cases to the solicitor of the inland revenue. In one of 
them a prosecution by the Attorney-General was instituted, 
and the penalty imposed by the commissioners having been 
paid, the proceedings terminated. In another case an account- 
ant appeared to have incurred penalties under the Stamp Acts, 
by preparing a deed of assignment for the benefit of creditors, 
but on investigation it tarned out that the council could take 
no proceedings against him with effect. 

They have also received several complaints against law sta- 
tioners and others for transacting various matters usually 
within the province of solicitors, Where they are associated 
with any practitioner who lends his name in taking proceed- 
imgs and allowing the unqualified person to participate in the 








profits, an application to the Court might be made; but of 


course the evidence must be clear and satisfactory. 


IX. AFFAIRS OF THE SOCIETY. 
State df the Society's Funds ——The auditors’ report, which has 


been open for the inspection of the members since April last, 


shows— 


That the Receipts for entrance fees and the annual subscrip- 

tions of members, the examination and registration fees, 

the subscriptions to the library and lectures, together 

with the rents of the fireproof rooms and arbitration 

FOOME, RUNDOME BOs io ossings cine nu sianceis wades he ewenaies £6,969 3 56 
The Payments for books, lectures, printing, taxes, rates and 

insurance, salaries, house expenses, including those con- 

nected with the examination and registration, and the in- 


terest on loans, amOuUNt t0.........esceseeees scccveccs £5,468 3 9 
Leaving a surplus of income over expenditure of........ -» £1,501 0 3 


From this surplus income several payments have been made 
on account of the redemption of the land-tax on the site of the 
south wing, and for the new building thereon, 

The Lectures.—The attendance at the lectures in the hall of 
the society during the past year has largely increased as com- 
pared with former years, the number of subscribers being 254, 
Mr. Freeman Haynes completed his course of lectures on 
equity, Mr. Rk. E, Turner on Common Law, and Mr. Josiah 
Wm. Smith on Conveyancing. The council have to express 
their great satisfaction at the success which has attended these 
able and learned lectures. 

The Library.—The society has been favoured since the last 
meeting with numerous donations, namely, from Mr. Anderton, 
Messrs. Bailey, Shaw, Smith, and Bailey, Mr. Barnwell, 
Mr. B. Blundell, Mr. James Burton, Messrs. Frere & Co., 
Messrs. Fuller & Saltwell, Messrs. Gosling & Girdlestone, 
Mr. J. H. Hearne, Mr. Wm. Hine, Messrs. Lawrence & Nisbet, 
Messrs. R. M. & F. Lowe, Mr. David Maclachlan, Mr. Picker- 
ing, Messrs. Prichard, Mr. Rees, Mr. John A, Russell, Mr, 
Thomas Salt, Mr. J. H. Street, Mr. James Turner, Mr. E. M. 
Wadeson, Mr. J. W. Walsh, Mr. B. F. Watson, Mr. Henry 
White, and Mr. Wordsworth; and from the Law Society Club. 

The publications of her Majesty's Commissioners of Patents, 
and several additional contributions from the Colonial Office of 
the ordinances passed in the several colonies of the empire, 
have also been received; and the trustees of the British 
Museum have presented several of their valuable catalogues. 

The purchases of new works during the past year, added to 
these donations, have increased the collection by 1,270 vols,, 
making, in the whole, 14,757 vols. 

During the same period, 195 articled clerks have resorted to 
the library, and it is a proof of the utility of this department of 
the society, that more than one-half of the gentlemen who 
obtained prizes at the examination were subscribers therete, 
and a considerable proportion of the candidates who received 
certificates of merit, or other commendation, had also the 
advantage of studying in the library. 

Vacancies in the Council_—Ten of the present members, in 
accordance with the bye-laws, will go out of office at this meet- 
ing, but they are eligible for re-election, and are willing to con- 
tinue their valuable services to the society. The council have 
deeply to regret the decease of one of their esteemed members, 
Mr. Charles Ranken, who was the president of the society in 
the year 1847, and for many years materially assisted in pro- 
moting its welfare and influence, 

The members recently adopted a recommendation fof the 
council, that a limited number of the provincial members of the 
society should be invited to become members of the council; 
and, accordingly, two vacancies have been filled by gentlemen 
practising at Leeds and Exeter. A further vacancy haying 
now occurred, the council are ‘of opinion that in order to unite 
effectually this branch of the profession, it will be beneficial to 
elect another provincial member. 

It also appears to the council that a large number of gentle- 
men practising in the country, and who seldom come to town, 
are deterred from joining the society by the amount of the ad- 
mission fee, which at present is the same for all the members, 
wherever residing. Kecollecting the very large accession of 
London members, consequent upon the reduction which took 
place in 1853, the council now recommend that the fee on the 
admission of country members be reduced to £2, 

Number of Members.—Before the reduction of the admission 
fee, in 1853, the number of member#had for several years been 
somewhat declining. The number then was 1,301. At the 
last annual meeting it had increased to 1,642, and during 
the current 100 new members have been elected. 
deducting 49 deaths and retirements, the whole number is now 
1,693, comprising 1,325 town and 368 country members. 
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MANCHESTER LAW ASSOCIATION. 

At a special meeting of the committee of this association, 
held at the Society’s Rooms, in Manchester, on the 27th of July, 
as to fees and charges on swearing affidavits, &c., it was 
yesolved unanimously— 

That it be a recommendation from this committee to the members of 


the profession that, on and from this day, the following fees be charged by 
for administering oaths, &. :— 


For ADMINISTERING OATHS AND TAKING AFFIRMATIONS AND 








DECLARATIONS. . 
8. d. 
In the High Court of Chancery........ 2 6 each deponent, &c. 
In the Chancery of Lancashire........ 1 0 do. 
In Bankruptcy ........cccccccesscees 1 6 do. 
In Insolvency......occecccccscesscces 10 do. 
In all the Courts. of Common Law .... 1 0 do, 
In the county court .......... . 1 0 do. 
For statutory declarations ... 26 do. 
FoR MARKING EXHIBITs. 
In the High Court of Chancery.,...... 1 0 each exhibit. 
In the Chancery of Lancashire........ 10 do. 
To statutory declarations ............ 1 0 do. 
In Bankruptcy .......cccccccecsecces no charge. 
Court oF ProBaTE (Non-Contentious Business). 
For administering oaths.............- 1 0 each deponent, &c, 
For attesting execution of a bond by all 
the parties thereto, if present at same 
HIE cccccvcviccovccccccccsccscce 1 6 
For marking each exhibit, other than 
the testamentary papers of which 
probate or administration with the 
will annexed is sought, and other than 
scripts annexed to affidavits as to 
scripts in a cause, when the affidavit 
to which same are annexed is sworn 
before a commissioner.........+..+ 1 0 
ANSWERS IN CHANCERY. 
For swearing answer in the High Court 
of Chancery ..... ee veeteveccececce 2 6 each deponent, &c. 
For swearing answer in the Chancery of 
eeseccccces eccccccccese 41.0 do. 
For every exhibit to answers in the 
WO ROURW cccesescccredecscucets 1 0 
MEMORANDA. 


By 19 & 20 Vict. c. 108, s. 58, affidavits in the county court 
may be sworn before a commissioner in Chancery, or before a 
commissioner for taking affidavits in any superior court, but the 
fees payable to the latter only to be charged: 

Commissioners of the High Court of Chancery have power, 
as such, to administer oaths in the Chancery of Lancashire. 

By 20 & 21 Vict. c. 77, s.. 45, commissioners for taking 
oaths in the High Court of Chancery are constituted com- 
missioners for taking oats in the Court of Probate. (N.B. 
The commissioner must describe himself as “A Commissioner 
to administer Oaths in Chancery in England.”) 

By 21 & 22 Vict. c. 108, s. 12, commissioners for taking 
oaths in the Court of Chancery have power to administer oaths 
under the Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act, 21 & 22 Vict. 
6, 85. 

RECOMMENDATIONS. 


In Chancery, where a long answer is taken, an additional fee 
May reasonably be charged, at the discretion of the com- 
uuissioner and solicitor, according to the time occupied. 

Generally, where the commissioner is desired to attend the 
leponent at some other place than the commissioner’s own 

of business, an attendance fee may reasonably be charged, 

m addition to the fees above specified. 
_ a ee 

_ City or Lonpon Corporation Finance.—The returns 
just issued from the chamber show the gross expenditure of 
the City’s cash for the quarter ending 10th July, 1859, to be 
491,920 11s. 6d., and the income for the same period has been 
£109,333 15s. 44d. On the 9th April, a balance was brought 
over of £36,334 17s. 10d., this, added to excess of receipts over 
éxpenditure for the present quarter, leaves a present balance to 
carry forward of £53,768 1s, 9}d. It should be stated, how- 
éver, that on the debtor side is a sum of £20,000 loan raised of 
the Bank of England, for which there is a compensating credit 
of £65,000 “transfer to the Reserve Fund to provide for loans 
falling due.” Tho estimates of expenses for the quarter ending 
the 10th October next, is £23,300, leaving a probable surplus 
Over estimated income of £18,023. Added to those items are, 
“extraordinary claims” amounting to £25,110, among which 
&r6, costs of Sessions House, Old Bailey, and prisons, £8,800; 
markets, £760; public improvements, £1,400; bonds falling 
due, £10,000. Against this is placed two large balances of 
, #8 & new source of income specially in at this 


lain out of the profits of his office to the credit: of the City’s 


cash, £2,000.” ‘\/hen ordinary and extraordinary claims are 
satistied, the next quarter is expected to-give a surplus of 
£48,681 ls 94d—City Press. . 

RELEASE OF M. JuLt1en.—M. Jullien, who has been a prisoner 
in Clichy since the beginning of May, has been set at liberty 
by a decree of the Imperial Court, reversing a judgment of the 
Tribunal of Commerce. The circumstances were simply 
these:—In 1852, M. Jullien, being in London, obtained from 
the Home Secretary a certificate under the Act of 1844, con- 
ferring upon him the rights in the United Kingdom of a natural 
born subject (excepting always the right to be a member of 
Parliament or of her Majesty’s Privy Council), and he took an 
oath of allegiance to the Queen accordingly. On coming to 
Paris this year, M. Jullien was arrested on mesne process by a 
money-changer of the Faubourg St. Honoré, named Delapierre, 
to whom had been indorsed a bill of exchange, accepted by M. 
Jullien in favour of a Mr. Chappell, of London. The 
only ground on which the arrest could be maintained was, 
that M. Jullien was a foreigner; for one Frenchman can- 
not arrest another on mesne process. The day after his 
arrest M. Jullien declared himself a bankrupt, and an appli- 
cation was subsequently made to the Tribunal of Commerce 
praying for an order for his discharge from custody. This court 
held that the effect of the certificate which M. Jullien had 
obtained in England was to strip him of the rights of a French- 
man, and that he was not entitled to the benefit of the French 
bankruptcy laws. It is plain that, in delivering the judgment, 
the Tribunal of Commerce completely miscarried. The French 
law, it is true, differing in this respect from the English, allows 
a Frenchman to shake off his nationality and become the sub- 
ject of another power. But, in accepting the benefits of the 
statute of 1844, M. Jullien had no intention to cease to be a 
Frenchman, and, most certainly, did not become an English- 
man. He became, at most, a denizen of England, and, aecord- 
ing to the express words of the certificate, the privileges which 
it conferred upon him were limited to the United Kingdom, 
and would not accompany him abroad. The. Imperial Court, 
in reversing the erroneous judgment of the Court below, ob- 
served that the oath of allegiance taken under the statute of 
1844 was nothing more in effect than a formal recognition of 
that local and transitory allegiance, which every foreigner owes 
to the Queen of England, from the mere fact of his living under 
her protection.—£zpress. 

TURNPIKE-GATES AND TOLL-BARS.—The report ef the 
commissioners appointed to inquire as to the best means of 
affording relief to the inhabitants of the metropolitan districts 
within six miles of Charing-cross, by the abolition of turnpike- 
gates and toll-bars, together with the minutes of evidence and 
appendix, has just been issued by special order of the hon, the 
House of Commons. ‘The inquiry divides itself into two 
branches, one relating to the repairs of the roads, the other to 
the payment of the debts, Six distinct modes were suggested 
by the witnesses examined by which the turnpike roads might 
be maintained if the tolls were abolished. These are discussed 
by the commissioners in detail. The commissioners decline to 
recommend the imposition of county-rates, an additional 
house-tax, or the appropriation of the present dues on stage 
and hackney carriages. They think that if the 8d. coal duty 
be continued, part of the proceeds thereof may be conveniently 
applied to the purposes by the commissioners contemplated. 
They refrain, however, from the expression of any decided opinion 
on this point, Waiving thisquestion, and assuming that toll-gates 
are to be got rid of, the commissioners recommend that every 
parish which does not prefer taking upon itself the repair of 
the roads within its limits, shall pay 2d. in the pound on the 
amount of its assessment to a common fund, and that such 
further sum as may be required for the repair of the roads not 
taken by the parishes be raised by a rate-in-aid,to be levied 
in all parishes within the district of the Metropolitan Board o 
Works. This sum would probably be about £27,000. The 
assessment of the whole district in 1858 was £12,031,151, so 
that a rate-in-aid of little more than one halfpenny in the pound 
would be sufficient, ‘The parishes which do not manage their 
own roads would be called upon to pay the rate of 2d, and 
also the rate-in-aid (24d, altogether), To other parishes it 
would be about one halfpenny, Ali the roads not undertaken 
by the parishes, as well on the south as on the north of the 
Thames, would be placed under the superintendence of the Me- 
tropolitan Roads Commissioners. The debts of the indebted 


trusts should, it is suggested, be paid off by a general metropo- 
litan rate of 2@. in the pound, or the sum might be advanced, 
as in New South Wales, by the Exchequer Loan Commis 





moment, It is entered, “ Amount to be paid by the Chamber- 


sioners, a term of years being allowed for its repayment: 
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Births, a and Deaths. 
IRTHS. 
ba aa Aug. 10, at Richie: the wife of E. Willson Crosse, Esq., of 


GWATIIN— On Aug. Ll, at Grove House, Twickenham, Mrs. Frederick 
of a son. 

PIGOTT—On Aug. 12, at 11, Deca origh case. Brighton, the wife of Mr. 
Serjeant Pigott, of a daughte: 

RICHARDSON—On Ang. 14, the wife of John M. Richardson, Esq., Solici- 
tor, of Much Hadham, of a daughter. 

TOWNE—On Ang. 14, at 30, Burton-crescent, the wife of Eldon Ethelbert 
Towne, Esq., of a daughter. 

TOWSE--On Aug. 9, at 13, Albert-road, Gloucester-gate, Regent’s-park, 
oor wife of Robert Beckwith Towse, Esq., prematurely, of a daughter, 


WHIGHAM. On Aug. 9, at 6, Gloucester-crescent North, Hyde-park, the 
wife of James Whigham |. Of & son. 


MARRIAGES. 

BARBER—MUSGRAVE—On Aug. 10, at St. Nicholas’s Church, Brighton, 
by the Rev. Joseph Birch, M,A., incumbent of Brighouse, Yorkshire, 
Fair! second son of Joseph Barber, Esq., Solicitor, Brighouse, to 
Maria Louisa, elder daughter of Henry ‘Anderson Musgrave, 

BLUMBERG—P ARKINSON—On Aug. 10, at the church of the Holy Tri- 
nity, Micklegate, York, by the Rev. Canon Hey, assisted by the Rev. 8. 
Wainwright, Victor, eldest son of the late Ludwig Blumberg, Esq., of 
Cannon-street, and Bloomfield-lodge, Notting-hill, London, to Mary Isa- 
bella, only child of W. P. Parkinson, Esq., of South-parade, York. 

BULLOCK—YATES—On Aug. 11, at Trinity Church, Paddington, by the 
oe H. Bullock, M.A., Edward Bullock, Esq., eldest son of the late 

ward Bullock, Esq., Common Serjeant of the City of London, to Ade- 
inte Ellen, youngest daughter of the late John Henry Yates, Esq., of 
Preston-on-the-Hill, Cheshire. 
KING—BLEAYMIRE—On Aug. 11, at the church of the Holy Trinity, 
the Rev. Edward King, third son of the Rev. W. H. King, Lanes, 
fo Ae youngest daughter of the late T. D. Bleaymire, Esq., 


OWEN—HAYLOCK—On April 27, at Penrith, New South Wales, by the 
Rev. Elijah Smith, A.M., Percy Owen, Esq., of Wollongong, eldest son 
of Robert Owen, Esq., Judge of the Northern District Courts of that 
colony, to Eleanor Martha, second daughter of Thomas Busick Haylock, 
Esq., J.P., of Penrith, formerly of 22, Euston-square, London, 

PLUMMER—ROSE—On Ang. 13, at St. Peter’s Church. Notting-hill, by 
the Rey. R. U. Lambert, M.A.,, assisted by the Rev. David Harding, B.A., 

Plummer, Esq., Peary hee, of Lincoln’s-inn, youngest 

Stephen Plummer, Esq., of Canterbury, to Marion, youngest 
danghter of J. Francklin Rose, Esq., of Gloucester-crescent, Hyde-park. 

SOUTHGATE—BECKET — On ‘aug. 16, at the parish church of St. 
Botolph’s, Northfleet, by the Rev. Frederic Southgate, vicar, Tufnell 8. 
Southgate, youngest son of Francis Southgate, Esq., of Gravesend, to 

Efien, third daughter of the late Charles ‘Andrew Becket, Eaq., of 


Rosherville, Northfleet. 

TURNER—DOHERTY—On Aug. 11, at Hampton Church, Middlesex, by 
the Rev. Robert Peel, William James Turner, Esq., eldest son of William 
Turner, Esq., of Santa Lucia, Naples, to Elizabeth Laura, only surviv- 
ing daughter of the late Right Hon. Lord Chief Justice Doherty. 

WELLS—BONES—On Aug. 13, at St. James’s, Bath, by the Rev. W. F 
Peart, M.A., Frederick Stephenson, second surviving son of Mr. George 
Wells, Solicitor, of 5, Albert-square, Commercial-road East, to Charlotte 

, eldest daughter of Mr. Bones, late of Bath. 
—WILLIAMS—On Ang. 16, at Dolgelley, by the Ven. Archdeacon 
“nite Charles Wilkin, Esq., 10, "Tokenhouse-yard, Londen, to Char- 


lotte, daughter of Lewis Williams, Esq., Vronwnion, Dolgelley, Merio- 
nethshire 


DEATHS. 
ANDREW S—On Aug. 11, at Sudbury, Suffolk, Elizabeth, the wife of George 
Williams Andrews, Esq. 
em a —On Aug. 10, at Great Malvern, aga Clutterbuck Croome, 
Gloucestershire, aged 54 


Esq., of Cainscrosse, 
NASH—On Aug. 10, at Pentonville, at an advanced age, after two years’ 
suffering, Mr. Rowland Nash, of the Strand, formerly Assistant Clerk 

and Solicitor, Bishop's Registry, Diocese of Lincoln. 
Se wees Aug. 14, at her residence, 4, Mecklenburgh-street, Eliza- 
beth Mary, widow of the late John Thorley, of Tarporley, Solicitor, 


— 


Gaclaimed Stock in the Bank of England. 


Tite Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the foll gy Names will be 
transferred to the vowed claiming the same, unless other Claimanis 
appear within Three Months :— 

Baows, EL(zasetn, sana Camden-town, £25 Consols. as ogg by 
‘hone Tuomas Donsox & Joux Georce Puckett, the executo 

HamMmonp, Caantes Hitcrove, Esq., Southampton, and Rev. "iants 
Feaxcis Tuunen, Exeter, £1,838 : 17: 8 Reduced 3 per Cents.—Claimed 
=. Gaonce Frascis Turner, the survivor. 

Right Hon. Henry, Hadspen-house, Somerset, WiLLiam Dop- 
= , Horsington, Somerset, and Arrave Hosnovse, Esq., Lin- 
coin’s-inn, : 8:4 Reduced 3 per Cents.—Claimed by Aptaur Hos- 
nmotse, the survivor. 

Raviey, Rucaaxp, Esq., Upper Berkeley-street, Marylebone, Kev. Cuz- 
ment Fuancits Baoveutos, Norbury, Derbyshire, and Henry Lacon 
Warws, Esq., Caius College, Canibridge, One Dividend on £6,498 :7: 11 
Reduced 3 per Cents.—Claimed by CLEMENT Francis Broventon & 
Hawnr Lacow Watson. 

——$—-- 


Meirs at Raw and Wert of Kin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere. 


Jesmens, Wittiam, Esq. (who died June 19, 1798, a bachelor, and intes- 
tate, at Acton-place, Acton, Suffolk). His next of kin to send falt par- 
theulars 





of thetr claims to James Coleman, 22, High-street, Bloomsbury, 


London, W.C. 
Woman, Wits14n, Schoolmaster, Limehouse, Exues, his wife,and Taxo- 
Weiout Their next of kin to apply by 
inn, Chancery-lane, London. 


PRILUs 4 
letter only to Sr. Knight, 4, Symond’s-inn, 














English Hunds. 
En@nis Fonps, | Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur. | SFri. 

Bank SHOCK aos nonse| os - Tier ag es 

per Cent. Red. Ann... 953 9 9: 5; t 
3 per Cent. Cons. Ann...| 95} oat 954 5 si i te 
New 3 per Cent. Ann... _ §| 9% | 953 6 9 
New 24 per Cent. Ann. oe ve ow es 
5 per Cent. Ann. ......| .. os ve ee oe ee 


— Ann. (exp. Jan. 5, 
1860 


Do. 30 years (exp.Jan. 5, 
18 11-16} .. ae 


Do. 30 years (exp. Apr.5, 


BOGS) ccccscccccccce, 18 = jG BOGE ee 18 1-16) .. 
IndiaStock............ oe. oe 218 21 ee oe o 
India Loan Debentures..| 948 } | 944 | 948 | 94% [*OafQ |] 95 
India Loan Scrip. ......) ++ 12 ae ee oe ee 
India Bonds (£1,000) eof es ee 12s d | 98d {l5slisd] 8s d 
Do. (under £1000) .....| .. ee 12s d | lsd] .. as 
Consols for account ....| 95} | 954-4 aR 954 
woo ~wpanegs 2 Mar.|26s3s p |26s3sp |23s6sp |26s4ap pi -. 
Exch Bills (4500). ot 2683s p 268 p |23s6sp| .. es ee 

un oe * o- oe oe 




















= Bills (Small ia. 2683s p 26s p |23s86sp| .. 26s pj] .. 
me} .. wi » oe A oe 

Do. (Advertised) ar os ee ee oe os ee 
Ditto June} .. . as + es 26 
Exch. Bonds ........| .. mile ike . +. . 

_- a, 1858, ai | 
Ditto (under £1 000) ../ .. | Faerie eel ad és a 
Railway Stock, 

RAILWAys. | Sat. | Mon. } Tues, | Wed.| Thur.| Fri. 





oe 75: és ee ee 
i mA ss ae: a 


Birk. Lan. & Ch. Junc.. | 
Bristol and Exeter ail 








Caledonian.......+..«+ bs 
Chester and Holyhead..| . oe os o ee 
East Anglian ...... eo ee a i4g | .. sei < 
Eastern Counties .. 553 4) 57 58 it 574 | | 57§ 8] .. 
Eastern Union A. Stocic. os 6 ee ee o- 
Ditto B. Stock ....| .. 284 a oe os 
East Lancashire ...... [es 94 943 oe ee ee 
Edinburgh and Glasgow) .. vs oe oo oe “ 


Edin. Perth,and Dundee; 26} 
Glasgow & South-Westn.| os pe 








Great Northern ......) .. -- [101g ${ 101 | 101 os 
Ditto A. Stock ..../ 82 vs és . a 
Ditto B. Stock ....| 132 ee es oo 132; or 

Gi, Sante B Wont. Ure.) si si 104, ; iby sii 4 : sig 
reat Western ........' 59 59} 9 | ps oO 
Do. Stour Vly. G. Stk.) .. is a Se ud ee 

Lancashire & Yorkshire} = 954 95 95 5 | 95h 

zone ~ hton & S. Coast oy 1098 | 109 |) 9 os 

North-Wstrn.. 933 3] 944 4 4 a | 94b3 

London South. -Westr. 92 i 9 943] 9 9 a 

Man. Sheff. & Lincoln ve a oe 

Midland .........+++++|l04h 4 |1049 § | 1 105§ 5 |1068 4 |105% % 
Ditto Birm. & Derby os ss 81g 1] .. 81g os 

MOTI .ococcewccccce!] os ee 60 1} .. ee e 

North British ........ S03 57} | 57h vi 58 “a 

North-Eastern (Brwck. i 91 91 {894 8% | 894 as 
Ditto Leeds ......| 44 oe 43 o o* 
Ditto York ........ 12h 3) .. 7k | 71RE) 7 os 

North London ........ ee oe oe ee +. 


Oxford, Wore. & Wolver.| 





Shropshire Union 45 “s oe ee 
South Devon... os 454 454 on os 
South-Eastern 74 74y mg 4/7444] .. ee 
South Wales .... yee eer 624 a ve Pr 
Vale of Neath ...-c00+| e+ « oe a e - 




















Estate Wachange Report. 


AT THE MART. 
By Messrs. Rosaworra & JAnvis. 
Freehold Property, comprising a spacious yard, stabling for thirty horses, 
coach-houses, large garden and orchards, a farm-yard, and two 
Ked Lion-hill, Finchley, Middlesex. containing together about 74 acres; 
let at £50 per annum.—Sold for £1,340, 
Five Freehold Cottages, with gardens, Ball’s-lane, Finchley; let on lease 
for 61 years from fore Pony Ae 1818; ground-rent, £3 per annum; letat 
r annum.— 140, 
Freohola Residence, No. 6, Bath-place, Pondonderry-road, Camberwell; 
let at £23 per annmum.—Sold for £290. 
pred, House and Butcher's Shop, No. 1, Elizabeth-place, Cold Har- 


eats Gaaberwel ot oh te 10: 0 per annum.—Sold for £700. 
Frebo iu kee, ne, HO. e, Eheaboth piace yy per agnuitl— 
No, “ , ‘ 

Sold for £300. } e 








é fests * Pat Tt aed wend wedeed ioae? ok oPecvod.$-Sc8 3Fc yee we vee an 





Sezcioct Aeciczl eisied exii-¥i ast 
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&,Shop, No. 4, Blizabeth-places Jet, af, 432, per annum.— 


ough Publie-house, No,.5, Hlizabeth-place ;.let..at, £50 
for £1,500, 
Shop,.No. 8, Elizabeth-place; let, at £34 per annum.— 


, called, Doozes. Mayfield, Sussex, comp farm-house, 
merieatie Sap and oe y 250 per anna for £1,060. 
Freehold Residence, wi ae Oo , on the high north road. between 


is oe the above.—Sold, for £110, 
stabling for 38 horses, a Six-stall Stable, Double Cot- 


Ban, 
’ 
: tees contiguous to he above.—Sold for £210. 
house & Shop, High-strest, Highgate, also paddock, 
* &e-Sald for £1,000. 
Copyhold. Tenement, next Townshend’ yard, and piece of market-ganden 
and orchard, about 3 acres ; let at £17 per annum,—Sold for £700. 
Copyhold Dwelling-house, and Corn Chandler’s Shop, High-street ; let at 
£40 per annum.—Sold for £600. 
De Deepcain aiienng te above, each let at 4s. per week.— 


Undivided: Third-parts or Shares in Three Dwelling-houses, 
Nos. 47 Py 18, met Windmill street, and No. ‘= Queen-street, adjoin- 


ae en 2/10: 0 per annum,—Sold for 


£890, 
in the Auction Mart.—Sold at "£45.10: 0 per 


NDERHAY. 
Freehold Residence, No. 22 abbey rad St. dohn’s-wood; let on. ledse. at 
£82 per annum.—Sold for £710 
By Mosse. ie 
Freehold, The Ottershaw ae note te, Chertsey, and Chobham, Surrey, 
comprising mansion and park of 142 acres, ricultural premises, nume- 
‘ arable and pasture &c., in all 429a. Or. 39p.— 


; a Page. ‘ot, i ndon, Middl 
Freehold. sGodbostar «rms street, He lesex, con- 
"ef an ‘ancient farm-house, homestead, &c., and 147s. 11. 89p. of 
neni let at £292 per annum.—Sold for 600. © 

Freshold Paper Mills, known as Mill End-mills, Rickmansworth, now on 
River together with the machinery, residence, stabling, &c., and 
7a. Or. 7p. of meadow land.—Sold for £3,000. 

lessrs, ApBorT, & WRiGGLESWORTH. 

Freehold, The hs Hardwicke Estate, St. Neots, Huntingdon, com- 
prising nearly 672 acres of land, wi lence, agricultural buildings, 
Pry eo &c., also a Farm-house and Homestead, called High Barns.— 

£29,500. 


By Res, Son, & BeyinceIEtp, 

old Cooperage, Redwood-lane, near the London Docks; let at 

ae 10: neni 9 BRE 
Mr. Mazsu. 

The Contingent Reversion toa moe share ina Freehold House in Lamb’s 

Conduit-passage, and in Leasehold ee so ree five houses. in 

and Crescent, Brompton, Prince of Orange Pub- 

pee bee Church-lane, Whitechapel, receivable on the decease 

cba lady aged 54, provided a gentleman aged 87 survives her.—Soid for 


Six £50 Shares (£5 paid) = the Western Life Assurance and Annuity 


Society. —Sold for £3 : 15: O per 
£100 sere. Q: 10: 0 paig) in. the Law Fire Insurance 
.—Sold for £4 : 
-five Shares in ie Hosiperent "Waterworks Company.—Sold. at 
anes to £110 per Share. 
, Corner Plot of Building Land, with Dwelling-house thereon, 
High,-road, Lewisham; let at £20. per annum.—Sold. for 


. a of Building Land adjoining.— Sold for £150, 


AT GARRAWAY’S, 
By Messrs, Prick & CLARK. 
aia’ No. 5, South , Chancery-lane; let at€130 per 
beg? held ‘for 44g years from, Lady-day last, at. a. ground-rent, of 
10: 0 per eet 0 for £480, 
y Messrs. Nass. 
Freehold and Copyhold, ‘ ne Home,” or West Church Farm, Cheam, 
tural buildings, and 


and 190a. 2r. 32p. 
of arable and meadow land,—Sold for £11,000. 
Freehold Meadow Land, ta. Ir. 19p., Cheam, Surrey.—Sold for £300. 
* Broomfield tte Kingsdown, Kent, nse prseerere J 33a. Lr. 22p., 
forming an an enclosure underwood and now growing 
thereon.—Sold for £810. 


By M 
Preeholds, No. 26 to 28, Great erred Clerkenwell; let at £82 per 
‘anhum.—Sold 3 £825. " 


) Cottages, 1,2, & - Bath-court, Great Warner-street; let 
at £58 : 8: 0 per annum,—Sold for £453 


Leasehold House, No. 56, Castle-street East, Oxford-street ; let at £86 per 
annum.—Sold for £605. 
By Messrs. Farennoruen, Crarxe, & Lys. 
Ground-rent of £73 : 18:6 per annum, arising from 
Nos. 1 to pe poy ; 21 & 22, Dukerstreet, and 18, Princes-street, 
— r 


is Le raped te Ground-rent, neg ot ager Lg Pa Nos. 103 

a. 1 S-street ; 

a: dee oe AGT 6 14 & 15, Princes-strest,—Sold for £2,060, : 

ae ar Ground-rent of £12. per annum, arising out, of the 
Ho a te premises, 


ved Ground. Wy l wey 

ren 0:0 per prod y ee 

Feet 3 1 to 39 Cornwall. place, and Nos. 79 to 84, Cornwall-toad.—-Sold tor 

Leasehold inaroves Ground-rent, £103 per annum, arising from Nos. 43 
iit’ x Peart -street Nos, }, 2, 3, 26, 27, & 28, Bond-street; and 


ier Grae St: et am, ack nm No.9 
Nos. 29 to 28, Bond - £770. x 





re hee ee 


Gabriel.— Sold for 


Improved Ground-rent, ae ae annum, arising from wharf, tliree 
dwelling-houses, stabling, &c. t ~*-- xoad.—Sold for £2,810. 
Ereehold Plot. of, Building d,. known, as “' Great, Hychens,” 


Frecholt Pot of Arable Land, hear th 
reeho! ot of Aral  Crickening “Ane He 
Plot, of Grass Land, ‘ See 


Freehold Plot of Grass Land, “ Little eroribe 1g, Or, 9p.—Sold for. 
Frpehald ( Two) detached Plots of Land, Ir. 12p, near the preceding Sal 


Fiesbala (Five) Enclosures of Land, part. of “Brook,” or “Town Fag,” 
Oxted, 23a, Or. 20p.—Sold for £1,300, 
Freehold Dwelling-house, outbuildings, &c., Oxted, 0a, 2r. 20p.—Sold.for 


Freehold, another portion of “Brook,” or “Town Farm,” 18a. Ir. 20p.— 
ot; for £1 040, 
reehold, “ Brook,” or ‘Town Farm-house,” Oxted, with outbuildings 
Sold for £520. 
Cospopery oar Banos, part, of “Knatt’s Farm,” Simpsfield, 15a, lr, 33p.— 


customary Freehold, Plot, of Arable Land, Oxted, 8a, 3r. 34p.—Sold for 


Canes Freehold, a further portion of “ Snatt’s,” or “ Knatt’s Farm,” 
2la. Ir. 13p. —Sold for £1,020. 
Customary Freehold Plot of Arable Land, Oxted, 8a. Or. 9p.—Sold for 
10 


Customary Freehold, the remaining portion of “ Snatt’s Farm,” 
on Simpsfield Brook, with farm-house, outbuildings, &c., 10a. In. & 
—Sold for £730. 

Freehold Plot of Meadow Land, known as “ Allotment Cross,” Bow Beach 
Farm, Chiddingstone, Keni, la. 3r. px fais for £60. 

Freehold Plot of Ground, Shad. Thames and Dockhead, Berm: wa By 
cae &c., thereon; Tet on lease at £80 per peep 

1,600 

Freehold Residence, No. 37, Vine-street, Westminster; let. at, £25 per 
annum,.—Sold for £300, 

Freehold Residence, No. 36, Vine-street, Westminster; let. at £25 per 
annum.—Sold for £295. 

Freehold Residence, No. 35, Vine-street, and No. 4, ee ad “The 
George” beer-house ; let at £48 per annum.—Sold for £550. 

Freehold Residence, with stabling, paddocks, &c., Rose-cottage, Merton, 
Surrey, 8a. Lr. Op.—Sold for £2,300. 

Freehold Meadow Land, near the * Horse and Groom,” White Waltham, 
Berks, 4a. Or. 23p. —Sold for £345: 

Freehold Ground-rent of £8 per annum, with reversion in three te 
the house and shop, No, 30, Devonshire-street, Queen-square. for 


£525 
Freehold Ground-rent of £8 per annum, with the absolute reversion in 
three years to the freehold house and shop, No, 31, Devonshire-street, 
Queen-square.—Sold for £500. 
By Mr. Danret Cronin. 
Leasehold, ‘‘ The Three Tuns” public-house, Clements-inn-passage; let 
£105 per annum; term, 50 years from Michaelmas, 1809, af 480 per 
annum,—Sold for ‘£1, 010. 
By Messrs. J. J. Cremeans & Sov. 
Freehold Residence, yo. 1, Manor-road, South a let at £25 per 
annum.—Sold for 
Leasehold Residence, a Erith, Kent ; let at £37 per annum 
og from Midsummer, 1859 ; ground-rent, $3: 10: 0.--Sold 
Leasehold Residence, adjoining the above ; let at £25 per annum ; same 
term and ground-rent,— Sold for £345. 


By Messrs. Guasten & Son. 
Leasehold, “‘ Worcester House,” Francis-street, Walworth; let on lease.at 
ee annum ; held for 26 years unexpired ata peppercorn.—Sold for 


~_ ——$——— - 
Londton Gazettes. 


Commissioner to auunister @aths in Chancery. 
Fripay Aug. 19, 1859. 
CoLLINS, CHARLES ATKINS, Gent., Trowbridge, Wilts. 


Gankruyls, 
TuEsDAY, Aug. 16, 1859. 
CLAYTON, James, & Benzamin ——- Silk Rastrick, 
Yorkshire. Com. are: : oe , and 4. y Pp et . Of. 


Ass. Hope. Sols. G. A. Aug. 6. 
CROCKFORD, Vane, Commission Agen er St. James’s-st. Com. 
Sept. 23, at lan, Basinghall-st. Oj. Ass. 


Fane: Aug. 26, at 1; 


Whitmore. Sols. Bedkitt fe vett, 39 Mi st. “Pet. Aug. 

CUTMORE, James, Furniture Dealér  High-ste Ware. Com. Yom: 
26, at 12; wg EE “st. Of. Ass, Cannan. 
Schultz, 14 King-st., Finsb Pet. Aug. 13. 


FRANCE” Epurain, & Sent ating, en Manufacturers, thie 


waite, Yorkshire, Com, Ayrton: Aug. 29, and Sept. 23, at 11; Leeds, 
ffm Bee. 4 ade. Freeman, Huddersfield ; & Cudworth, 
8 


ngs t 
aa ag ery rn ‘Printer, Sheffield. Com. Ayrton: Aug. 27, 
Oct. 1 L, at 10; Sheffield. oe Ass, Brewin. Sol. Webster, 14 St. 


Broker, Liverpool. Com. Perry: A’ at 
12; and Sept. 16, at Li; Liverpool OF. Ass. Morgan, ng. 2 8 
3 Union-ct., Liverpool, P 


"et, 
MANHEIM, Bane. Apourn, Sh oy 2 16 Pore-st., Cripplegate. 
Com. Fane : agai 3 5, at ‘in, and Sept. = at2; Basinghall-st. Of. 
Ass. de, . Pocock & Poole," 58 Bartholomew-close. Pet, 





iggy Grom, A1G anna cdg res ne aa 


a at by cd Wa wits Sela fustun’s Bele, 


33. OF Cambridge, * Pet. Ave 1X 
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PRESSEY, James Wii114u, Stationer, Luton, . Com. Fane: 
Aug. mee 13, sane 3 a8 1 Basinghal Of. Ass. Cannan. Sols. 
Harrison & Old Jewry. Ped. Aug. 12. 

Faway, Aug. 19, 1859. 

Com. : Aug. 30 
. Morgan. Sols’ Gestheia B> | Mocuncoun, 


pg Sept. 5 and Oct. 3, at 11; 
2S La, Sepa ae ee, 


Aug. 1 
STUREMBURG, Haxnx, & Wuziax ILLIAM GOLDENSTEDT 
Com. : Sept. 2, at 11, and 23, at 2: se gaa 
Sols. Dodge & Wynne, Liverpool. Pet. A 
WEINTHAL, Asner, Warehouseman, 36 
Com. Fane: Ang. 30, at 12.30, and 
Off. Ass. Whitmore. sg Taylor & 
Bedford-row. Pet. Aug. 9 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
TorspaY, Aug. 16, 1859. 
Farnan, Samvuet, Colonial Broker, 14 Tae ae Aug. 13. 
LoncpEn, SAMUEL, Grocer, Chesterfield. 
MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 
TurspayY, Aug. 16, 1859. 
Eaton, Cuantes, Leather Merchant, Manchester (Banks & Co.) Sept. 8, 
at 1; Manchester. 
Kwicuts, James WaTiina, Seed Merchant, Quay-st., Ipswich. Sept. 16, 
at 12; Basinghall-st. 
LANCASHIRE, Geronce, Silk Manufacturer, Castle Donington. Sept. 22, at 
11.30; Nottingham. 
Frwar, Aug. 19, 1859. 
SartH, Joun, Grocer, Rochdale. Sept. 9, at 1; Manchester. 
CERTIFICATES, 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
TusspaY, Aug. 16, 1859. 
Grocer, . Sept. 6, at 11; Liverpool. 
ano Guana, Graer, , Lincolnshire. Sept. 7, at 12; 
os mri, Sunt, Seed Merchant, Fen Stanton, Huntingdonshire. Sept. 
at 
Epson, GEORGE, Victualler, Manning-st., Edgware-rd. Sept. 16, 
Goopwin, Joan, Grocer, Ripley, Derbyshire. Sept. 13, at 11.30; Not- 


at 12; Basinghall-st. 
p cocteag Se “Tuomas, Sete, ae ———— Sept. 19, at a Basinghall-st 


orthamptonshire. 

hrere Basing 
a Tuomas, jun, ph: » Nottingham. Nov. 8, at 11.30; Not- 
Prrers, Epwaxp, Spirit Merchant, Bilston, Staffordshire. Sept. 15,at 11; 
Tuomas, Worsted Yarn Merchant, 3 Windsor-ct., Falcon-sq. 


PowELL, 
Sept. 29, at 12; Basinghall-st. 
rmingham. Sap 16. 08 1s any 
Manufacturers, Commer- 


ry. 
codward, 28 Gt. 


Balty, en Ra 
Brapy, Epw 


Simpson, FREDERICK, Draper, Bi 
Wescorr, Tuomas, & Witt1am Wescort, Paper 

cial-rd., Lambeth. Sept. 22, at 12; 
Wossaby, Saute, Bete -keeper, Ryde, Isle of Wight. Sept. 19, at 1; Ba- 


Fray, Aug. 19, 1859. 
Kirton, pone, Builder, Woodford, Northamptonshire. Sept. 9, at 12 ; 


Roantoy, Henry, a , - 
a Stationer, 5 Queen-st., Cheapside. Sept. 12. 
TRUMP, —* Spirit Merchant, Wellington, Somerset. Sept. 12, at 12; 


To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
TuEsDaY, Aug. 16, 1859. 
6aiex, Tuomas, Wine & Spirit Merchant, Shrewsbury. Aug. 10, 3rd 


Minton Hamas acum. 1 Stable-keeper, 3 Queen’s-row, Cam- 
: dag. 1, 30 do. ; 
Norratt, , & Janes Massetin Doane Manufacturers, Rochdale. 
Got 5, BE aw after a suspension of ape is TE 


Pansons, James CuaRtzs, Publican, Beaumaris. . 9, Ist class. 

Payne, Jasper Perens Hare, & Joun Goopman Merchants, 
Northampton. Aug. 10, 2nd class. 

Squire, Joun Foutps, Lace Manufacturer, Nottingham. 


Farmar, Aug. 19, 1859. 
Caozter, Wittiam Rowent, & Apranam Horne, Insurance Brokers, 148 
Leadenhall-st. (Crozier, Horne, & Co.) Aug. 12, Ist class. : 
Rust, Ropert AnpEason, ae ee 
(Riist & Co.) Ang. 18, ded clas. 
Suzrsozn, Henny Canes, Grocer, 


, CHARLES Ropezt, 
chester-house, Old Broad-st. Para aml oee, 


Assignments for Benet of Creditors. 
TorsDaY, Aug, 16, 1859. 
Seman, R ly Draper, Shaftesbury Pimlico. . Trustees, 
ce ceassen <i 
Faas Chicken, Gent.; Burton-st. Sol. 


Aug. 9, 3rd 


iweas, Wine Morehens, Win- 





last), Builder, Market Rasen. Aug. 9. very Maing 
Market Rasen; J. N. Hewitt, Market Rasen. 
cute before Nov.9. Sol. a 


3 ib Saslth, Warchontonan SC 
a Beehes: 


Tailor, Carlton- N 
Price, ee te ort - eT ie, Hoan July 
fore Oct. 23. ‘Sols. Smith, Cariton-upon-Trent Pratt, Newark-upon- 


Highgate. July 22. Trustees, G. C. Silk, 
: wig os ., Little Goorge-street, ace 
+3 heer’, 20, Whitehall-pl. ; 


-pl. 


Fripar, Aug. 19, 1859. 


8q. Creditors to execute on or before Nov. 13. 
ree, 5 Baldwin-st., — 
Merchant, Sols. King & Plummer, 5 Ex. 


Chessell, General . 
Dyson, Mason, en otar te Tes Flour, Leeds. July 27. ity Neti 
Accountant, Leeds. Creditors to execute on or before Oct. 


ng oor 

» Henny THO: we, Denke in Tove 8 Rennee.. Chee, 
Trustees, 8. Ww. Block, Fringe Manufastarer, N 3B 
Manufacturer, ~~ 


Wu, 
Rirros, Builder, Whi' (carrying on on business in 
of Redman & ). Aus re Trustees, G. Smales 
Waite 5 E. O. Tindall, Brass Founder, Scarbry. 
Sols. Gray, and Walker & ‘unter, Whitby. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day of Proof. 
TourspaY, Aug. 16, 1859, 


about Mar. 15, 1858). Parson v. 


ov. 1. 

Forses, Sir Cuanss, Bart., late of Newe and Edinglassie, Aberdeenshire, 
and of Fitzroy-sq. ‘Guo died on Nov. 20, 1849). Forbes and others 
a V. C. Wood. Jan. 11, 1860. 

, THOMAS, Coffee-house Tr lato of 


another, V. C. 


Bippicx, W1L114M, Surgeon, late of St. Austel, Cornwall (who died on o 
Biddick and Stuart. 


Keepe: Charies-st.. 
* cpt (eho ted on or about Nov 9, 1857). Mason ». Blakeley, ve 


tanita: Beaman Surgeon, late 
or —— May, 1859). Salaman v 


Oct, 3) 
Farmar, Aug. 19, 1859. 
Cuarxe, Toomas, Gent., Chesterfield (who died in or about + uth 
Corringham & 


Oct., 1858). another v. Clarke & others, V. < 
Nov. 19. 


of Stamford-st., Blackfriars (who diediz 
. Menzies, Widow, V. C. Stat 


WALKER, James RoBERTson, 


fet Gains oe in ed Xr gga, 


near Whitehaven 9g ve Get, 26, 1858). 


Walker & others, 
Watkinson, 


Tuomas, verpool (who died in or about 
the month of Oct., enn, nea 1 & Vibens 6. Cie & 
for the Liverpool Dueriot, 1 Morte’ Senta i 
WILKINSON, James Jouy, Barrister, Church-row, Stoke Newingion (ot 
died in or about the month of Dec., 1858). Wilkinson 9. Dyson, 
Kindersley. Nov. 7. 


EMindings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 


TUESDAY, Aug. 16, 1859, 
Unuimirep, 1x CHANCERY, 


Fug. Company.—V. C. Le meagan A has ordered 
oa day, Ol on the list 
ay, 


sg sr Z pn aa a call of 1 12s. :. 64. per share 
, at 12; 3 South-sq., Gray’s-inn. M‘Creight, ‘Oficial peat 
Fripay, Aug. 19, 1859, 
Lu«rrep, In BANKRUPTCY. 
W gst oF Encianp Stream Frour Mutzs anp Baxzry Company ( 
-—Petition for Winding-up. Com, Fane, Sept. 1; Basinghall-st:, } 
Scotch Sequestrations. 
Turspar, Aug. 16, 1859, pe 
Macgar, Grora Keith, Banff. Aug. 26, at 12; Gordon 
— ta tee” . ug. 26, 


Ta » Grocer, Perth. Aug, 20, at 12; Solicitors’ Library, 
Sa de ae Ug a H 


Rrrouie, Wiesan’ Sot ‘ Merchant, Coweaddens-st, Glasgow. Aug. 2, 
at 12; Faculty-hall, Glasgow. Seq. Aug. 10 
Friar, Aug. 19, 1859, 
lesearge Old Jewry, reg ¢ now in Glasgow. 


Bucnanay, 
r a2 beh 
wig 34a awa "hug $5 a0 125, Caledonian-llh 


Saker 


— 


» Brondetelns; 


Aug. 4. Trustees, W.E, | 


under the — 
E. Corner, 
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a’ COPIES CAN BE BOUND ON THE FOLLOWING 
fae’ JOU! ae REPORTER, 1s sera- 
gate VOLUMES, CLOTH, 2s. 6d. PER VOLUME; HALF CALF, 
VotuME; CLOTH COVERS FOR BINDING CAN BE 
RIJED at le. $d. BACH, THE TWO SENT FREE BY POST 
$6. stamps. READING CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 
¥OR A YEAR ARE NOW READY; 3s. 6d, EACH.-ORDERS 
70 BE SENT TO THE PUBLISHER. 
Sorcrrors’ Journat & RErorTER is published every 
aturday morning in time for the early trains, and may be 
_procured direct from the Office, ov through any Bookseller or 
Nove Agent, on the day of puilication. 
The Subscription. to the Souicrrors’ JOURNAL AND WEEKLY 
BerPorrer, is 2/. 128. per annum, and for the JOURNAL 
mHout Reports lil. 14s. 8d., which includes all Supple- 
, Title, Index, gc. ge. Post Office Orders crossed 
“@ Co,” should be payable to Witt1am Draper, 59, 
Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, at the BRANCH MoNEY-ORDER 
Orrick, CHANCERY-LANE, W.C. 
dn“ Articled Clerk” is thanked for his suggestions, to which we 
shall do owr best to attend.—Ed. S. J. 
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THE SMETHURST CASE. 

No sooner has a capital sentence been pronounced 
upon a prisoner than an agitation springs up for a re- 
mission of the legal penalty. The Home Seéretary is 
beset'with memorials and deputations, and the news- 
papers are flooded with correspondence, to prove that 
the judge was partial, the jury mistaken, or the wit- 
nesses biassed or ignorant. Much of this is owing to 
the natural efforts of the prisoner’s friends and relatives ; 

ing to the shrinking of the civilised mind from 
the terrible and irreversible punishment which the law 


n of the witnesses for the defence, unwilling to 
uiesce in a verdict which pronounces them in the 
wrong ; but, after all these deductions, there generally 
Temains a certain amount of reflective and reasonable 
doubt, more or less justified by the circumstances of the 


ee to murder; not a little to the wounded self- 


case, which it is the responsible duty of the administra- 
tors'of the law to receive with respect, and to weigh 
with impartiality and coolness. In our state of society, 
itis i ible that things should be otherwise, our 
timinal trials being conducted with a publicity which 
makes the nation assessors of the Court, and causes their 

dteedings to be examined with a rigid, and, on the 
ble, as we believe, a wholesome scrutiny. == 


The Smethurst trial has been naturally productive of 


comment and agitation to a peculiar degree. The mys- 
ways attaching to a “ poisoning case” 

htened by the social position of the con- 

and thi Yictian , the protracted nature of the pro- 
igs, and more than all by the admitted imperfec- 

“MM the evidence/‘nor can it be denied that the 

of scientific testimony which has grown up in con- 

m with prosecutions for poisoning is viewed in many 

rs with some suspicion, and by a few is vehemently 

It is no wonder, therefore, that the press 

for the last week teemed with letters in favour of 
Smethurst, and with paragraphs insinuating doubts as 
tothe fairness of his trial; and the competency of the 
ical. witnesses for the prosecution. We are not as 

in our own opinion as are most of the gentle- 

men from whom these communications proceed; we see 
d ties in this remarkable case which make us re- 
that we had neither to exercise the office of jury- 
men, nor have now to advise the Crown as to its 


eh on gk here are a few observation 

we Segeey to-our readers, a9 impartis 

Tn the first place, we object to the conclusion whieh 
No, 139. 





3 


the press seems to have arrived at, that 
medical evidence ‘was the only sally important ' 
mony in the case. Circumstances of the graves 
picion, of more than oe would have:j 
the prisoner to his trial Dr. Taylor never 
existence ; and those who have read parr ot 
Judge Buller in Donellan’s case, can decide 
facts'in that celebrated prosecution, irrespective 
medical testimony, were one whit stronger than 
non-scientific evidence given against Smethurst. 
reventing access to on the part of 
iends, his falsehoods on this point, and in the 
of the will, and the elaborate precautions he 
have taken in the administration of food. and i 
are strangely inconsistent with innocence. The 
for the crime seem —_ — evidert than is 
supposed ; tin, it there may be some 
as to the A seme of pecuniary benefit which Smethurst 
would have derived from the death of Miss Bankes, 
was it nothing that during her lifetime he stood in 
dread of a prosecution for bigamy, if his real wife 
discover the pretended marriage? The non-discovery 
of poison in his house is urged strongly in favour of the 
convict; but considering that ample time was cre to 
him to dispose of any such substance, between his first 
and second apprehension, and the obvious motive for 
concealment, it is no more cumpelihiy that poison should 
not be found on the premises, than that the pistol 
with which Rush a whole family was 


itt 


a 


2 
TERT 


i 


s 


i 


‘not forthcoming on his trial. At any rate, this point ir 


Smethurst’s favour was vigorously pressed by his 
and failed to convince eleven (at least) out of 
twelve ‘men who tried him, even before the F 
Baron had commenced his summing up. Tien as to 
the scientific and more debateable evidence. Thrée 
medical men, two of fair reputation, and one of first-rate 
eminence, arrive separately at the conviction that the 
continued illness, and subsequent death, of Miss Bankes 
is owing to poison. They may have been mistaken in 
this opinion, but if they wete so, it was a remarkable 
concurrence of error; and it is to be observed: that 
good reasons are given by them for the view they 
adopted,.and that two of them at any rate were 4 
cautious in their final decision. After death 
viseera were submitted to Professor Taylor and Drv 
Odling, and both these gentlemen arrived at the con» 
clusion that life had been destroyed by mineral’ poison. 
A great outcry has been raised against Dr. Taylor for 
his evidence, and imputations of ignorance and intom- 

tence, and even of malice, have been lavished w 

im. pa are barra pe sae San hes any ressoadbia ~ 

nds for such remarks; Dr. Taylor may possibly bes 

= a mabeiy a bd: eae has oan bali Slee 
ifthe conviction rested solely on his testimony, there might 
be good ground for pausing before enforcing thé sentenee: 
But his testimony, viewed in nopmees ight, is strictly cor~ 
roborative, and it isso toa le = 
with and elucidating the unquestioned facts of the case; 
vende gree tremwrrtinc it is the proper function of: 
forensic medicine to do) where the witnesses losé 
sight of its operation. Still it is in this part of the 
case that the doubt rests, it is against Professor Taylor¥ 
theory that the agitators in favour of the prisoner are 
directing all the batteries of their ts and asser- 
tions, and it is only fair to state fully what these argu- 
ments are. They may be considered as twofold, one 
set of witnesses holding that Miss Bankes died of dysen- 
tery, and another, a'smaller but much more influential 
number, attributing her death to pare ee te conse- 
quent exhaustion induced by tor eae & dysentery 
gentlemen are chiefly of a class becoming common’ 
our courts of law, more to their own it and 
riety than to the honour of their the 


terests fierce oung, pert lecturer ‘eelf- 
volumes 1 Seseer ates rd the fish cote 
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seize an oppettaniiy to place their names in the novel 
noteriety 0 @ hews col on these occa- 
dean dite 


oer and propound in the witness-box. theories 
unh of before, and probably consigned to oblivion 
— wisely) thereafter. The evidence of such men is 
at its proper price by the scientific world, but to a 
jury, and the public generally, it is puzzling to distin- 
guish between the real medical philosopher and the 
ing impostor, and a foolish numerical comparison is 
instituted between the witnesses for the prosecution and 
the defence. We all know the testimony somehow got 
~ me-tnd we on eenceerettathne pet feoherd wl 
juently properly laughed at ; but ips 
itis note erally known that one of the very witnesses 
most confident for Smethurst was among the silliest, 
because most positive and conceited, of those mistaken 
advocates for the great strychnine poisoner. These men 
ce themselves at nearly every great criminal 
trial; it has become their trade to do so, and 
it would be well that the judges should under- 
stand their calibre, and make juries understand it 
too. The theory of pregnancy stands on a differént 
footing ; it is supported by a man of great eminence as 
an ic physician, and none can challenge the 
knowledge and experience of Dr. Tyler Smith. His 
letter to the Times of yesterday is written in a very 
different strain from most of those which have 
appeared on the subject, and it is undoubtedly entitled to 
considerable weight. His statement amounts to this, 
that, leaving out of view all the other circumstances of 
suspicion, and viewing the case solely in its medical 
aspect, there is nothing irreconcileable with the theory 
=o Bankes — the — The mea 
consequent on her pregnancy. There is nothi 
more than this, and it is omnis wiandeakie that the 
advocates for a reprieve should now attempt to rest their 
ease on medical opinion alone, when they so strongly 
denounced the supposed attempt of the prosecution to 
obtain a conviction on a similar kind of testimony. The 
evidence of Dr. Tyler Smith is just similar in its charac- 
ter to that of John Hunter on Donellan’s trial, and fails 
equally to meet the non-medical facts of the case. 
oe mete openness iring, by these obser- 
i j decision of Home Office ; 
we only wish to our readers against the unfounded 
idea, with which a portion of the public seem to have 
run away, that injustice has been done to the prisoner, 
= that eee medical —— noe in his — We 
ve every reli on the coo sense of Sir George 
Lewis, who is not likely to be swayed either by senti- 
ment or clamour, and there undoubtedly are features in 
the case which a A 08 justify a remission of the ex- 
treme penalty, without committing the Government toany 
disapproval of the verdict. Kirwan was reprieved and 
ultimately sent to penal servitude for life, not because 
the Irish law officers doubted of his guilt, but, because 
they doubted whether the conviction of the people 
would ve of the execution of the capital sentence. 
The of all puni t is moral effect on others, not 
on the criminal himself; but the punishment 
of d beyond all must fail of its real effect, if its 
justice be not ratified by the unanimous opinion of the 
nation. 


umn, 
unsolicited, into the office of the prisoner's 
theori 


‘il 
—— 


THE BRISTOL ASSIZE. 
_ The past week has brought to light the facts concern- 
ing the Bristol briefs. It seems that the counsel con- 
been for some time retained on the Lu 

Commission. They would not have consented, it is said, 
a agen ange ay 
it w not e iy 

i then adjourned 


in Bristol co 
for Exeter on 








Sunday ni a cupesting to return on the i ofMon- 
day, mien belief that the first case w ast over 

the whole of that day. The withdrawal of this case 
occasioned the entire mischief. With the ion of 


‘two undefended cases, no business was done on 3 


But the briefs were not, as was at first stated, carried to 
Exeter, they were left in charge of the clerks, with 
orders Je gee ee and the Be Ad aoe ie neces- 

; ° er came on Mon ight Mr 
to promin, was at his post on Tuesday morning, 
fulfilled his e ments by conducting every case in 
which he was retained. The other learned gentlemen 
still failing to make their appearance, the hard alter- 
native was had resort to, of returning briefs and fees, 
and several gentlemen had the pleasure of receivi 
briefs which were never intended for them. With 
all explanations, the fact remains for attorneys and the 
public to ponder, and to devise means for securing 
themselves against, that eminent counsel take briefs the 
one day, leave the assize towns the next, with only 
a Sunday between them and the sitting of the Court, and 
a single case on the list before them, and so fail on the 
slightest emergency to fulfil their engagements, and 
guard the interests committed to their care. The remedy 
is with the public; instead of forcing business on men 
whose hands are full already, let them take second-rate 
names,—they may not always be second-rate men; and 
even a second-rate man, giving time and attention to a 
case, will do it greater justice than one, however high 
his standing, who can give neither. 


y™ 
> 


The Courts, Appointments, Wacancies, Ke. 


WESTERN CIRCUIT—Baisrot. 
(Before Baron BRAMWELL.) 
Bruton v. Downes.—Aug, 24. 


This was an action for libel. The defendant pleaded a 
general justification. 

The JupGe said, such a plea of justification was wrong, as it 
ought to state the particular parts of the libel which were to be 


justified. 

’ The plaintiff had been relieving officer to the Hereford 
Board of Guardians, but he had obtained an appointment in the 
Inland Revenue de ent. The defendant was an attorney, 
at 3, King’s-court, Lombard-street, and he gave it to be under- 
stood that he had — to advance. The plaintiff, wanting 
some money, applied to the defendant for an advance of £100, 
and the defendant agreed to advance him that sum. Negotia- 
tion took place between the parties at the Dr. Johnson, Fleet- 
street, cad the defendant paid him a sum of money, being the 
£100, less 691, 9s., which he alleged he detained as costs, The 
plaintiff having applied for the defendant’s bill, the defendant 
sent in a bill in which was contained the libel now complained 
of. In that bill there was a charge for attending the Be 
upon the loan, and upon his defalcations with the 
Board of Guardians. The defendant received £55 from the 
plaintiff, who then made him out a charge of 118/. 4s. 4d., in- 
cluding the sum advanced; and it was alleges that the defen- 
dant had put in these items without any foundation, but only 
to ent the plaintiff from taxing his bill, in which there was 
a further charge for attending at Hereford to see some deeds 
executed and for settling the defalcations. 

The plaintiff, in proving the above facts, said, there 
never was any defaleation in his accounts with the 
Hereford Board of Guardians, He had spoken to the 
defendant about the union audit in order to expedite the defen- 
dant giving him the money. 

Cross-examined.—He had written a letter speaking of the 
audit, and saying, unless he succeeded in his arrangements, very _ 
disagreeable consequences might arise. He alluded toa bill he 
had at the bank, and not to the audit. 


The clerk to the Hereford Union proved that the plaintiff 
had never been a defaulter in any way. 

Mr. Collier submitted that there'was no publication ; then 
that it wav inthe nature of a judicial ; as the bill 
was delivered under order of a judge, under the compulsion of 





a judicial , no action would: lie; here there was no 
proof of malice, 





Seu sm + ' @ were et te Bie’ S&S 


See Ore MO a ORM a Ve RPS eee) wo OS 


"uo. @7, 1889. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 








_) The Jupce- t there was sufficient for Mr. Collier to 
. move, but should the jury that they must consider whether 
there was malice. f 
Mr, Collier said that, after the evidence, he should not attempt 
to rely on the plea of justification; but he should think it right 
to put the defendant in the box. ' 
; fr Downes, the defendant, then stated that the plaintiff 
jed to him to obtain a loan of money upon the security of 
property under settlement. It was necessary to see the docu- 
ment, which had been made forty years since, and he found that 
all the parties were dead. Told the plaintiff that it would be a 
very troublesome affair, and more than the property was worth, 
The plaintiff had told him he was deficient in his accounts with 
the union, and he must have £50 to take with him to Hereford. 
In cross-examination the witness said he advertised in the 
Times to advance money upon reversionary property. 
The learned Baron having summed up, the jury retired, and 
ultimately returned a verdict for the plaintiff—Damages, £150. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Fane.) 
Re Buller.—Aug. 20. 

An adjudication of bankruptcy was this day made against 
John Edward Buller, of Enfield, and 56, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
coalowner, brickmaker, scrivener, and attorney-at-law. The 
petitioning creditor is Mr. Thomas Reynolds, of Edmonton, 
corn merchant. According to the depositions, the bankrupt 
has been out of the way since the 8th inst. It is alleged that 

_ he-has been‘guilty of certain misapplications of trust-moneys. 
In these transactions, Mr. Smart, who was in partnership with 
the bankrupt in the profession of solicitor, is not in any way 
implicated. An order has subsequently been made for the sale 

of the property of the bankrupt. 


Re Miller.—Aug. 24. 


In this case, Mr. Berry took an objection toa clerk being 
heard, on the ground that Mr. Waldron, his employer, was not 
2 solicitor of this court. 

The clerk complained of the objection,’and said he appeared 
on a debtors summons a short time ago. It was a question of 

something like six shillings, according to rule, to be on 
the roll of the court. It was a mere omission, and he could 
prove that Mr. Waldron was an attorney in the superior courts, 
and his name appeared in the “ Law List” this year as a duly 
qualified practitioner. 

His Honour.—I suppose thf omission may have been for the 
ast twenty years ? 

Solicitor’s clerk—Very probably, your Honour. 

The CommissionER.—Then I cannot hear you. 

The examination was ultimately adjourned for a month, 


MIDDLESEX SESSIONS.—Aug. 22. 


* DeorEasr or Criwe.—The deputy chairman, T. Tilson, 
Esq., in his address to the jury, told them that he was happy to 
‘say that there appeared considerable decrease of crime in that 
county, the calendar containing only twenty-two prisoners for 
) whereas generally there were more than double the num- 
ber. The number of prisoners in former years was, upon the 
average, more than a thousand, but the past year’s average did 
not exceed seven hundred; but that was chiefly owing to the 
working of the New Criminal Justice Act, which empowered 
magistrates to try offenders at the police courts and petty 
sessions, when they pleaded guilty and were not previously 
convicted. He, however, had lately observed that some of the 
police magistrates decided too often according to that Act by 
sentencing old offenders, who were well known to the governor 
of the county gaol as old offenders. Such a class, of course, 
eagerly embraced the offer of pleading guilty, as they escaped 
with a slight punishment, whereas, had they been remanded and 
their characters inquired into, they would have been sent to the 
sessions for trial, when, on examination, the Court would turn 
them over to the Government for punishment, instead of their 
being an expense to the country. 


‘Mr. Robert. George Wyndbam Herbert,. bellow of All Souls 


follege, Oxford, and barrister-at-law of. the Inner Temple, has 


secre .to Sir F - Bowen, 
K.C.M.G, cytes 4S colony .of sidisieland Cldoreton 
Bay), in Austealia, net, ia He a 





Notes on Recent Decisions in Chancery. 
(By Martin Warez, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 


SOLICITOR—NEGLIGENCE—JURISDICTION. 
Dixon v. Wilkinson, 7 W. RB., L. J., 624. 

An unsuccessful attempt was made in this case to take ad- 
vantage of the summary jurisdiction of the Court over a soli- 
citor, for the purpose of making him responsible for negligence 
in the conduct of a suit. The facts were icated and 
peculiar, but the important point in the case is the doubt which 
appears to exist as to there being any jurisdiction in the Court 
to make solicitors liable at all for negligence in the prosecution 
of a suit. In the case of ————— v, Jolland (8 Ves, 72), 
there is a dictum by Lord Eldon which tends to that he 
was of opinion that the Court had such a jurisdiction; but in 
Frankland v. Lucas (4 Sim. 586), the late Vice-Chancellor of 
England dismissed a petition, the object of which was to make 
a solicitor refund to his client the costs of the dismissal of a 
bill which had happened through his neglect. The Vice- 
Chancellor on that occasion said, that if the jurisdiction existed, 
there must have been various instances in which it had been 
exercised; that cases of gross negligence on the part of solici- 
tors had frequently come before him, but he had never known 
an instance in which the jurisdiction had been exercised. 

In the present case Vice-Chancellor Kindersley dismissed 
the petition on the same grounds; but the Lords Justices in- 
clined to the opinion that such a jurisdiction does exist, but 
would only be exercised in a plain case—which the present 
was not. Turner, L.J., remarked that the Court certaily 
exercised jurisdiction to make solicitors accountable in cases 
of malfeasance; where, for instance, a solicitor sued # party 
without proper authority, it was a matter of course for him to 
pay the costs. Whether this jurisdiction extended te cases of 
neglect, it was not necessary in the present case to decide, but 
he was inclined to think that there was such jurisdiction, but 
that it ought to be exercised with t discretion, for it was 
necessary, if the Court exercised it, that i 0 
cases in which the Court of Chancery could alone afford com- 
plete relief. In the present case the Court was of opinion _ 
there was no sufficient ground shown for the interference of 
Court. 


Raitway CompaNy—Compvutsory Powrers—RiGHT OF 
PRE-EMPTION. 


Re Cant’s Estate, 7 W. R., L. J., 624. 


When compulsory powers of purchasing land are given to 
railway companies by Act of Parliament, it is not intended 
that they should alter the rights of the parties to whom the 
land belongs, inter se. But sometimes it happens that the 
alienation of the land introduces a state of circumstances 
which renders it difficult to ascertain the rights of the parties. 
An unforeseen condition is introduced which makes the pro- 
visions of the settlement impossible, and frustrates the intention 
of the settlor, The presegt was an instance of this kind, and 
shows how careful the Court is even in such cases to deal with 
the rights of the parties as though no change had been made in 
the estate. A testator gave his estate to trustees upon trust 
for his wife for life, and after her death, upon trust for sale, 
Having a son, who was a gardener, he was anxious that his son 
should possess a particular piece of garden-land if he wished it; 
and therefore introduced a proviso into his will that, when the 
estate was sold, his son should have the option of buying this 
land for a fixed sum. Before the trust for sale arose, the piece 
of garden land in question was taken by a railway company, 
and the purchase-money, which was considerably more than 
the price Reed by the testator, was paid into court. When the 
trust for sale arose upon the death of the widow, thé son claimed 
the difference between the purchase-money arid the price fixed 
by the testator; but his claim was resisted by the parties 
interested in the estate, upon the ground that his right of pre- 
emption had never arisen, and had been rendered impossible by 
the alienation of the Jand by a paramount title. Viee-Chan- 
cellor Stuart took this view; but the Lords Justices acquiesced 
in the claim of the son, holding that his rights remained the 
same as if the property had never been converted into money, 
and that his right of pre-emption was not lost. 


Practiée—Orat EXAMINATION AT THe Hearrne, 
Raymond v, Brown, 7 W. R., L. J., 625. 


-» Among the useful reforms introduced by the Chancery Im- 
provement Act, was the power given to the Court to- require 
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‘production and oral eerindiba haut of any witness or 
= in the cause (s, 39). It is evidently intended, and the 
Act has been so in' that this oral ‘examination is not 


to be considered a matter of right, but to be entirely in the 
discretion of the Court, No subpoena is necessary, but simply 
an order made at the hearing by the Court. In the present 
case an attempt was made to induce the Court to exercise its 
discretion before the time of hearing, and to order that certain 

ies might attend to be cross-examined, But the Court 
Ii cisse dinsditennsen. cna oui: bo etencionsat the hearing, 
and refused to make any prospective order for the attendance 
of the parties. (See “ Morgan’s Chancery Orders,” 159). 
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Wotes on Recent Cases at Common La. 
(By James SteruEn, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Editor of 
“ Lush’s Common Law Practice,” ¢c., $c.) 





Practice—INTERROGATORIES—17 & 18 Vict. c. 125, 
M'Keward v. Rolt, 7 W..R., Exch., 601. 

_This was an attempt on the part of the plaintiff to avoid the 
pressure of interrogatories delivered to him under the 51st 
section of the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, on the 
ground. that in the action, which was brought by a banking 
con i under 7 Geo. 4, c. 46,in the name of 
‘Thee patio ne, thane was no plaintiff who came Lapa 94 
ameaning e word “ party,” tow one, accordi e 

ii be lawfully exhibited. This 
ular objection, however, was. disposed of by the Court, 
without even calling on the defendant to support his rule—one 
barons observing that his impression was, that not only 
‘aight interrogatories be exhibited to the nominal. plaintiff on 
the record, but also to the individual members of the ¢o-part- 
; hip. It is not to imagine from the report of this case 
en what toyndatio in scdeeeaah fa inmate ena 
ested, since the words used in the statute appear to contemplate 
the very case in question, by allowing the defendant to deliver 
to the Party, or Bis sttomeny Ageonitog such party, if 
sot a body corporate, would be liable to be called and examined 
« 988 witness), and to require such x in the case of a 
iy corporate, any of the officers of such body corporate—to 
answer the same, 


®, 


InvoRMaTION IN THE NatuRE of 4 Quo WaARRANTO— 
ERROR ON JUDGMENT—F1aT oF ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

Reg. v. Clarke, 7 W. R., Q. B., 601. 

». An information filed in the Court of Queen’s Bench by the 
‘At -General, in the nature of a writ of quo warranto, is 
said in the books to be properly a criminal prosecution, inas- 
Much as thereby not only is the franchise which has been 
meurped seized for the Crown, but a fine is inflicted as a 
qeneeenens to the usurper.. Yet, in modern practice, it has 
considered as a merely civil proceeding, as the fine to the 


Crown is nominal only, and the proceeding itself is usual be- 


party and party as a method of civil rights, The 
true nature of the proceeding, however, has in the present case 
undergone some further discussion, which arose in the following 


Manner :—a writ of error cannot. be obtained in criminal pro- 
ann at the instance of the party convicted, unless. after 
probable cause shown to, and on the fiat of, the Attorney- 
General ; and, in the present case, such a fiat was obtained to 
authorise p: ings in error being taken to set aside a judg- 
nent of ouster against the defendant upon an information in the 
catg of a quo warranto. An application being made to the 
7 to disallow the proceedings in error nevertheless (the 
grounds of error assigned being stated to be frivolous), it was 
urged that the fiat of the Attorney-General was conclusive, 
and that his discretion was not subject to review by the Court. 
On the other hand, it was argued that, even were this so in a 
matter which required the fiat of the Attorney-General, it was 
immaterial in the present case, as the information in the nature 
of a quo warranto was now considered as a civil proceeding, 
and consequently fell under the ordinary jurisdiction of the 
Court, who would always interfere to prevent their judgment 

ing impugned on frivolous grounds. The Court, how- 
ever, held, first, that in criminal the fiat was (save 
only in the case of collusion) conclusive; and, second, that 
such fiat was in the case of an information in the 


nature of a quo warranto by reason of its being, technically, a 
criminal 


proceeding, 
It may be remarked, however, that, by reason of the civil 
‘character of certain penal actions, a new trial has been granted 








to the Crown on a verdict for the defendant contrary to the 
general practice when the Crown is unsuccessful; ‘and that, in 
one case at least of an information in the nature of @'quo war- 
ae = Pasa has been followed. (See R. v. Francis, 2 


The London and Westminster Loan and Discount Company vy, 
Drake, 7 W. R., Q. B.; 611. 

The point involved in this case is of considerable importance 
in the law of landlord and tenant; viz. whether suppos ng, a 
lessee mortgages fixtures in the house demised belonging to 
himself, and being such as he may at or before the determi. 
nation of the term remove as “ tenant's” fixtures, the mortgagee 
may, on breach of the repayment of the money advanced, enter 
on the premises, and sever the fixtures, although (inthe interim) 
the lessee has surrendered his lease to his landlord. . The 
Court held that the mortgagee has a right to do so; being of 
opinion that a tenant’s right to sever his own fixtures from the 
freehold demised to him during the term, is a “right or 
interest” which he may grant away to a stranger, by way of 
mortgage or otherwise; and if so granted, that the grant can- 
not afterwards be defeated by a subsequent voluntary act on 
the part of the grantor, such as the surrender by him of his 
lease to the landlord, (See Woodfall’s “ Landlord and Tenant,” 
bk. ii. chap, 4, 8. 9, d). 
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Parliament and Legislation. 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS. hyp 

The following are among the Parliamentary. Papers isgned 
Py em yt ec iy Ay ag time, and 
which may be of some interest to the profession :— 

Reformatory Schools, &c.—Return. 

The Clock (New Palace, Westminster)—Return. 

Lunacy (Supplemental to Twelfth Report of Commissioners), 

Superannuations (Public Offices) Act— jel, 

Court of Probate, &. (Acquisition of Site) Bill—Evidence. 

Statute Law Commission—Return, 

Probate Court—Return. 

Lunatics—Report of Committee, ra she 

Grand Jury Presentments (Ireland)-—Abstract of Accounts, 

Divorce and imonial Causes Court—; i 

Private Bills—Return. 

Colonization and Settlement (India )—Report. 

Ecclesiastical Courts—Return. 

County Court Commitments—Return. 

Post Office—Fifth Report. sn 

Statistical Abstract for the United Kingdom—(1844 to 
1858). 

Civil Service-—Fourth Report. 

Public General Acts—Caps. 10 to 35, and Table. 

Civil Services—Return. 

Small Tenements—Return. 

Criminal (Ireland)—Return. 

Court of Chancery (State of the Suitors’ Fund)—Retuta. 

Justices of the Peaco—Return. 

County Courts—Return. 

Fire Insurance—Return. 

Administration of Justice (East India and Ceylou)— 


eturn. 
Court of Chancery—Return. 
British Museum (Account and Estimate), __ 
Decimal Coinage (Final Report of Conimissioners). 
Coinage Accounts. 
Hocquard v. The Queen—Return. 
East India (Judicial Procedure)—Copy of Despatch. 
Statute Law Consolidation—Fourth Report. 
Parkhurst Prison—RKeturn, 
Municipal Rates and Franchise Acts—Lords’ Report. 

Is and Promissory Notes—Return. 
Police (Scotland port of the Ro se of Constabulory 
Mr. H. T. Wrenfordsley—Copy of Memorial. 
Benefices and Ecclesiastical Patronage—Return. 
Justice of the Peace—Return. 
Magistrates (County Palatine of Lancaster)—Returns. 
Friendly Societies (Scotland)—Report of the Registrars. 
Civil List Pension—Paper. 
Royal Commissions—Return. 
Patents for Inventions—Report. 
Abolition of ‘Turnpike Gates and Toll —_ 
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Printed Papers (presented by command 
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¢ . Force (Iretand)—Return. 
Matrimonial Causes—Return. 


Divorce and 
Factories Regulations Acts—Return. 





_ Groucester, Exection Commission.—Messrs. Vaughal 
Ki d, and Welford, are the commissioners appointed by 
e Queen to inquire into the corrupt practices at the late elec- 
tion for Gloucester. The commission will commence their 
t on Monday, the 26th of September next. Mr, Coleridge, 
the Western Circuit, has been ngpenied secretary to the 
ou 


monhien, and is expected to visit cester in the course of 
afew days, in order to make the preliminary ements. 
The orearuiaeen will sit in the Grand iy: ap ame Sh Hee 
whére _all proceedings in connection with the investigation wi 
eteetet Writs for actions to recover penalties for ibery, 
under the Corrupt Practices Act, were served on Thursday on 
some of the agents of the Liberal party. 


WAKEFIELD Exéction Commrss10on.—Mr. Serjeant Pigott, 
Villiam Henry Willes, Esq., and Wyndham Slade, Esq., have 
een appointed Commissioners for the purpose of 
inquiry into the existence of corrupt practices at the last eléction 
for the borough of Wakefield; and Mr. Dew, of the Houde of 
‘Commons, has been appointed ‘secretary to the Commissioners. 


Perirrons.—During the short session of Parliament which has 
just closed, popular sentiments have been expressed by means of 
Hor thorteniag. the Hurs of workin aiinen, 68,797 signatures 

mines, 58,737 signatures 

hiave been revorded; against excluding the Bible from schools 
in proposed changes in the Seot- 

versities, 22,946; in favour of legalising marriage with 

a deceased wife's sister, 10,692, ——— that measure, 3/637 ; 
the Endowed Schools Bill, 8,070, and for that measure, 

; for the ballot, 7,533; for the the measuring 
Si ae 

8c 7,911; for prohibiti e, 

4,789; for altering the law of landlord and tenant in Ireland, 

3,582; for repeal of P Duty, 2,098; against Church-rate 

Abolition Bill, 2,731; in favour of, 193; against abolishing 

Charch-rates without an equivalent, 2,181; for of ‘May- 
nooth College Act, 1,926; _ saluting the Host at 
950; for ameliorating the condition of tational 

teachers, 1,896; for reducing the duty on hops, 1,678; and for 

remo’ restrictions from free and graramar schools, 1,559. 
Parliament there are 127 applicants, and for uni- 
versal suffrage, 1, 

_ ‘Tus New Stamp Act.—The New Stamp Act, which has 
= printed, makes some alteration in probate duty, and in 
the laws relating to hawkers and pediars. There is now a 


1,000, 006 upwards, instead of a cessation of duty, as 

beyond that amount. Where the value amounts to 

000 or upwards, the duty will be as follows:—For every 

#£1,000,000 of the whole part, and any fractional part of £1,000, 

where the deceased has left any will or testamentary iS gece 

of his personal property, the stamp duty is £1,500; and where 

the has not left any such will or testamentary dis- 

08i the stamp duty is £2,250. The stamp ae a 

i to exercise the faculty of physic is repealed. Nothing 

in any former. Act is te hinder the maker of goods, his children 

a aervants, from carrying about and selling such goods. By 

Act, justices my empowered, gal ay of a hawker in 

‘A pecuniary penalty, to mitigate th: ty to any sum not 

less than one-fourth part over and 5 Hg the necessary costs of 
the proceedings. 


deteisonstienen lle ccheeninen 0 


Branxsgea Istanp. — Messrs. Driver have, for the third 
time, offered to public auction, at the Mart, by order of the 
Court of Chancery, under the proceedings for winding up the 
affairs of the London and Eastern Banking Company, the 
freehold property lately belonging to Colonel Waugh, being 
the well-known Branksea Island Castle end estate, of about 
760 acres, in the harbour of Poole, Dorsetshire, with the castle, 
dwelling-houses, farm-buildings, freshwater-lakes, pottery and 
other works, clay and other minerals. The sum of £45,500 
was the highest bid made, and.as the Court of Chancery had 
fixed the reserve price at £50,000 no sale could be effected. 
The ‘auctioneer stated that ata former sale £75,000 had been 
bona fide bid, but they ‘then wanted £100,000. 





_ ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS IN CHANCERY. 
To the Editor of Tae Soxicrrors’ Journwan axp Waker 
REPORTER. 


$1z,—Will any of your correspondents please give mé théir 
_— whether a perpetual commissioner, ap to take 
the acknowledgment of deeds executed by marriéd Wonién 
under the Fine Abolition Act, can take such acknow 2 
in every county in England, or must confine ‘himself to the 
_ county in which he resided when appointed ?—Yours af 
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The Law of Attorney ov Solicitor and Client. 
(By J. Naprer Hiadms, Esq., Barrister-at-Law) 


1V. 
PRockEDtINes BE¥ORE JupictaL TRIBUNALS. 
(Continued from page 800.) , 


Compromise of suit by Attorney or Client.—We havé alveally 
seen, that as between ies i 


arbitration, How far an ordinary retainer gives 
power as against his client to do so, or otherwise 
& cause, remains to be considered; together with suother qus- 
tion of an analogo kind, which, hovers, we sail 
consider more fully when we comé to the subject of ap ater- 
ey; lien for costs. e latter question relates. to 1 
af the client . compre of «caus, 
attorney, and irrespective of his rights, 
The client, no doubt, is dominus litis, and has cor 
trol over the cause in every , except ‘so far 
aay Go inteeeeh ch ie uptiied te on | 
ney, But supposing the client to do notkt : 
retained an attorney to bring an action at Jaw, or to ins 
suit in equity, what is the rule as to the attormey’s 
ising the action or suit? In che recent 


v. Vorsles (7 W. R., Q. B., 446), the question ws to 
ibe bower of sn stocady 9 compares 92 ee ainst | 
directions of his client; but Campbell there ¢ ' 
opinion that “ there is impliedly in an attorney, acting under = 
general retainer, a power to compromise the action in whi¢ 
is retained;” and Erle, J., considered that “as a 
principle, the attorney has a — to an 
action without communicating with his client.” is a sin- 
gular circumstance, however, that there should not 
previously any clear authority, and that there ‘his ‘bééh ‘ho 
decisi range oP sséd in 

these dicta; and it may perhaps be que é ther. 
not been stated y uipticane wo Sean's a7 
‘too whqualified and compreliensive, as 9 to ‘the 
Of attorney and client. There are no doubt some’ Yea- 
— oa es por a pong to have suc - 
thority. Tt would practi involve great in nience 
the attorriey had no power during the as Of & catise to 
entertain any suggestion in the nature of 2 compromise Golifihg 
from his opponent. On the other hand, however, it = 
be forgotten that the client may have the fullest 
the professional skill of his legal adviser, and yet not be‘din- 
tent to rely upon his decision on the merits of his cite, Or 

chances of success. A compromise, moreover, May inv 
not merely the giving up of a claim, but a pa t, Or thé 'Per- 
formance of ‘some act by the client; and according to tlié ‘Tale 
as stated by their Lordships, assuming that there was 110 frand 
or collusion between the attorney and the opposite ‘party, find 
that there appeared to be nothing unreasonable in the compro- 
mise itself, the client would be absolutely bound to pay the 
money, or perform the act, as the case might be. The effect, 
in many cases, would be to substitute the judgment of the 
attorney for the judgment of a court of law, to obtain which he 
was employed. If the attorney exercised his judgment im a 
reasonable way, even though the result might be unfavourable 
to his client, the client would have no remedy against him, but 
wherever the result was very.unfavourable, in all probability 
there would generally be an attempt by the client to set aside 
the compromise on the ground that it was unreasonable, if:not 

I ie ah that the | the y's power: 

t is singular that the question as to the attorney's power to 
compromise his client’s suit has so seldom been raised in our 
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; compromise a suit in 
equity without the sanction and consent of his client;...“An 
attorney,” he said, “is employed to conduct a suit, and I think: 
it clear that the effecting of a compromise is no part.of the 
conduct of a suit. There is, therefore, no .general,..implied 
authority to.support a compromise by an attorney. If the 
attorney has any such authority over the subject matter of the 

a act d captisioadha va we does it extend ? . Does an 
athe recover property by proceedings extend to 
empower the attorney to sell the subject matter of the suit ? 
Can ‘he sell to a stran 
oP dicta, to be found in the judgments of 
Lord Campbell, C.J.,.and Erle, J., were delivered subsequently 
to this judgment of the M. R. in Swinfen v. Swinfen, and they 
appear to overlook the difficulties which his Honour. there 
suggests, if the rule, as stated in Fray v. Vowles, is to be 
regarded as settled law. In Crowther v. Farrer (15 Jur. 535), 
Lord Campbell himself appears to have entertained a doubt 
whether the attorney of 4 defendant has authority merely by 
force of the relationship which exists between him and his 
pore tap the ey en ae terms of the defendant pay- 
‘a sum of money and costs; but it was unnecessary there 
pi teed point, inasmuch as there was sufficient evidence to 
OW that the attorney had'express authority to enter into the 
compromise in question in the case, 
n Johnson. ‘vy. Ogiiy (2 Eq. Cas, Abr. 31, pl.’ 39; s.c 
3 #88, 277), Lord Chancellor Talbot appears to have been 
of Walahes that an attorney has no power to compromise a 


3 


‘cause.withont the authority of his client; at all events, that, 
without such authority, he could not bind his client to perform 
any stiptlation which formed part of the compromise. In 
that case the bill was filed for specific performance of an 
agreement entered into by at attorney for and on behalf of his 
yg cera t pay the plaintiff £500. 


It appeared that 
agreemen been entered into with the consent of ‘the 
c . Talbot, L.G., in. dismissing the bill, ‘observed, ‘that 
liflerence is, where the thus undertaking ‘for and on 
behalf of his client, has an authority to do so, and ‘where he 
has not. If such undertaker has no authority, then it is a fraud, 
and the undertaker ought himself to be liable; but where there 
is such an authority given, this is only acting for another, like 
the cage of a factor or broker acting for their principals, who 
were never held to be liable in their own capacities.” 
Where the solicitors of the assignees of a bankrupt tenant, 
upon whose lands a distress had ny put by the landlord, un- 
in writing, as solicitors to the assignees, to pay the rent, 
proyided it did not exceed the value of the elects distrained, 
theCourt of King’s Bench held that they were personally 
“It would be preventing,” said Abbott, C. J., “much of 
ordinary business of life if we were to hold that a solicitor 
entering into such 8 contract as this did not make himself per- 
responsible.” And Holroyd, J., was of opinion that 
theycould not undertake merely in their character of soli- 
they had no ‘power, as solicitors, to pledge the 
their clients. And so, where the attorneys for the 
the defeudant, in . sd which was ready for 
into an agreement whereby they pone under- 
i the record should be withdrawn, that certain things 
done by the plaintiff and defendant, and that costs 
taxed for the defendant in a particular manner, it 
that the attorney for the plaintiff was personally 
P na the costs when taxed in the mode specified, the 
ing’s Bench being of opinion that his client was not 
the arrangement ; Jveson v. Conington (1 B. & C. 162). 
And 60, where, in an action of trespass, A, was plaintiff, and 
., C,’s land agent, was the nominal defendant, C. being the 
party really interested, H., who acted as the “defendant's at- 
torney upon the employment of C., and who also acted as C.’s 
attorney in certain actions and suits depending between C. and 
A., consented to an order of Nisi Prius, on the terms that As 
should give up to C. the possession of the farm on which the 
trespass had been committed, and that all proceedings should 
pte eck py and suits between A. & B, & C., and 
that C, should pay the taxed costs in this action, and a further 


bind C, 
; Thomas v, Hewes 


588.) grout of this decision was, admitting the 


attorney to have had power to bind his client in the 
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j action, he had no authority, 


client beyond the subj i“titigatio : 
But, whatever doubt there mitiy be .the implied ie. 
rity of the attorney to com “pebidetite Tita: that 6 18 none 
as to his being without such authority after judgment has been” 
obtained. “As the authority of the ‘attorney is determined by? 
judgment in the suit, except to sue out execution, and’ receive” 
ment, he has no’power, by virtue Of the relation Mite ® 
him and his client, to compromise his client's ‘Gas, after” 
judgment, with express authority to do-so, ‘Accordingly, 
an‘action against the marshal for permitting’ the’ eseape of" 
patty imprisoned in execution, it is not sufficient to plead that 
the attorney for the plaintiff, at whose ‘suit the ‘party was im-” 
prisoned, did, as such attorney, require and ‘license the marshal” 
to discharge the prisoner, ‘The plea ought to show, either’ that 
the plaintiff had given express authority for the discharge, or ’ 
that the amount ‘for ‘which execution issuéd * had’ bes o 
hity or his attorney ; Savory v. Chapman (11 Ad-'& ‘Ell, 829)” 
But it has been ‘held thatthe attorney‘in an ‘action Tas” 
authority to order thé sheriff to withdraw’ from ‘pésséssion™ 
under a fi. fa.; Levi y, Abbott (4 Exch. 588), In'that case, ot 
ever, Alderson, B,, said, that “the attorney in’ the itt ha nd 
right, after judgment, to settle the action on any other ‘terms 
than payment of the debt and costs, and cannot duech or gh 
fendant from custody on a capias . ee at rithout re- 
ceiving them (Savory v. Chapman); nor by parity of reasoning, 
2 there has been an extent under an elegit ; but he has” 
the power to direct and manage the execution against the’ 
goods.” ut £ ‘" 
In Gilbert v. Cooper (15 Sim. 348), Sir L. Shadwell- enforced, ” 
in a summary way, the : 
ise a suit, entered ‘into by D., as the solicitor for a 
f of the plaintiff, and I., the solicitor for ‘the , S, 
by which it was agreed that the costs of the suit should:be! 
paid by I. to D. The costs not ‘haying been ‘paid, D. moved ’ 
that I, might be directed to pay them, pursuant to his under- 
talking, by a certain day, upon the ground that D. intended to, 
have had 1.’s personal ility, and not that of his clients, ° 
Sir L.-Shadwell considered that the ment intended a per- 
sonal ig by I; and therefore made the order; but’ 
upon appeal, Lord Cottenham discharged the order (17°L, J, . 
. 8., Ch.,266), his Lordship observing that pepe phar 
ported to be between D. “as the solicitor for and on eae 
the plaintiff,” and L, the “solicitor for the defendants,” con d- 
that, primA facie, this was a contract by agents, and did not 
bind them’ personally. In this case it does not appear to have 
been whether the attorney had power to bind his client’ 
or not, the suit being instituted merely for the purpose of 
obtaining a decree of specific performance against ‘the ese 
iy: 
The questioh now under consideration has been raised in’ 


several cases before tribunals of the United States; and there’ 
are numerous reported decisions of these Courts on the point 
without, however, being very uniform or consistent, In'acase+ 
before the Supreme Court of the United States, in 1819(Holker™ 
y. Parker, 7 ch, 486); it was the opinion ‘of the Court, 
that although an attorney, as such, had authority to: ‘sabmit is” 
cause to arbitration, he had no right to make a compromise for’ 


his client. In that case, the compromise in question was ‘eF* | 


fected by means of « nomitial award, which was not, however,” 
the judgment of the arbitrators in the cause, but a compromise © 
between the attorneys, taking the form of an awerd, and a” 
compromise, moreover, made at a time when the oatise was not” 
so desperate as the attorney for the plaintiff assamed it to ‘be; 
andthe question was, whether the attoohoy a8 a right to make 
such a compromise? Marshall, C-d., in delivering the opinion | 
of the Court, observed, that “«lthongh an attorney, ‘merel, heal 
such, has, strictly speaking, no right to make m2 
yet that the Court would be: disinclined to disturb: one whieh: 

was not very unreasonable in itself; and in which the attorney” 
either had not beep imposed upon, or had not properly-exer- 


- cisedthis judgment. “This opinion,” he adds, “js,the more 
pian 


because it is scarcely, ery ae no wate 
the, ite party can be ignorant unfair, advantage he 
Sn, His pate can. seldom fail,.to be, tainted with.’ 
some disingenuous practice; or, if it has/not, he knows that: he 
is accepting s, surrender of the rights of another; frome man. 
who is not authorised to:make it.” ea’ vst 
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ance Corporation have presented to this brigade £25; ial 

poration of London Assurance £25; the) London: Life: Associ-’ 
ation £20; the/Sun Fire Office £10 10s, | iva 
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The Provinces. 


BremincHam.—The Magistracy.—Acting on the principle 
of taking things in time, the Town Council has already made 


ision for the next intment of a batch of magepaton 

1 the motion of Mr. Cutler it was voted last Tuesday, by a 
majority. of thirteen to seven, that all members of the Council 
who have passed the chair should (if they can) be placed in 


‘the enjoyment of magisterial honours. A memorial to this 


effect was agreed to be laid before the Lord Chancellor. 
Whether the plan would be a wise one is more than can be 
decided on a hasty examination, though it certainly appears 
feasible at the first glance. It is some guide to a practical 


‘judgment for us to know that the effect of such a rule at the 


present time would be the addition of Messrs. Palmer, Bald- 
win, Hawkes, and Hodgson, to the list of Birmingham magis- 
trates. Of course we cannot discuss the merits of these 
gentlemen, but they are the mal representatives of the 
principle adopted, and they will in that relation be made a 
subject of general comment. Leaving personal matters out of 
the question, we are rather in favour of the appointment to 


Py ugeed offices being left in some responsible hands, than 
at the 


assumption of one kind of authority should follow as 
a matter of course from the possession of another. When once we 
are committed to a routine practice of this kind, there is no 
escape, however objectionable its consequences may prove. It 
must not be forgotten, when idering these questions of 
local self-government, that what we term “the Crown” is, in 


‘this country, the reflex of public opinion as manifested by the 
fp at ‘ 


population Who shall say that grave interests, such 
as those involved in magisterial jurisdiction, are not safer in 


ividual comes uppermost in the lottery of munici- 


thab custody than they would be if luft to the chance of what 
‘party or 
"pal politics? —Birmingham Journal. 


‘The late Clement Ingleby, Esq.—We regret to an- 


“nounce in to-day’s obituary the death of Clement Ingleby, 


Esq., solicitor, at the ripe age of seventy-three. If a notice of 
le event were to be proportioned to the respect in which he 
; died, a far more elaborate epitaph than this brief re- 

rd required. But Mr. Ingleby lived a life undis- 
turbed by those chequered events which give interest and pic- 
5 to y. He was of the few surviving re- 
hoy created of a past generation of Birmingham men; he was 
@father of the legal profession here, and the better will it 
be for the profession and the public if the example of his 
serene and blameless life exercises its influence on the genera- 


" tion that has succeeded him.—Bigmingham Daily Post. 


KnarkEsporoucH.—Memorial to the late S. Powell, Esg.—A 
meeting of subscribers to the above fund was held last week 
at the Court-house. . The chair was occupied by B. T. Woodd, 
Exq,M.P, The committee reported that the subscriptions 
amounted to £146 10s. 7d., and, after paying for a monument 
heap to be erected in the parish church, it was calculated 

» £100 would remain for investment. This surplus the 
committee recommended should be lent to the Knaresborough 
t Commissioners, and the interest disposed of 
yearly, at Christmas, to sixteen poor widows above sixty years 
residents and Scriven-with-Tentergate, 
the fest sixteen to be named by Mrs, Powell, and afterwards by 
trusteesto be appointed for the purpose. The meeting approved of 
this suggestion, and appointed the first trustees, When the num- 
ber. of trustees:is reduced to three, the vacancy to be filled up 
vie vicar and churchwardens for the time being, along with 
surviving trustees. A..committee, consisting of those ap- 
pointed to collect subscriptions at a previous meeting, was re- 
goes with the additional riames of B. T. Woodd, Esq., 
Messrs. Warwick, Bainbridge, and Lister, to fix upon a 
suitable design and inscription for ® monument, to be approved 
of by the members of the family of the late Mr. Powell, and 
Teceive tenders and make a contract for its proper execution, 

WotveruamPron.—C Court.— The new Iidge— On 
Tuesday, Mr. Skinner; Q,C., the judge newly appointed for Wol- 
verhampton district, held his first Court. The greater number of 
the attorneys t wore gowns, a novelty at’ this bar, On 
the learned iutge taking his seat, Mr. A. Young, of the Oxford 
rose and said :—-“ Before the business of the Court com- 
menees, I wish, on behalf of myself and the practitioners of 
this Court, to offer our united congratulations to your Honour 
2 your recent appointment as County Court Judge of this 
‘ Every one of us is fully cognisant of those excellent 
talents’ and abilities with which your mind is endowed, and of 
“that urbanity of disposition, combined with courtesy of de- 

Meanour,-which so strikingly charactetise you. When we see 





before us one i 
assures us that we always be fa 

of that courtesy which, I am to say, it is the aim 
of this bar to exhibit towards whomsoever may preside upon 
that bench. Whilst deploring the loss of our late deeply 
lamented and respected judge, we cannot but rejoice that we 
should be so signally favoured in having so highly esteemed a 
gentleman as his successor. Again, sir, I offer you our con- 
gratulations, and hope and trust you may long live to enjoy 
the reward to which your acknowledged ability and successful 
career have so justly entitled you.”—The learned judge replied 
as follows: “ Gentlemen,—I am greatl i the 
kindness with which you have peal crs | Mr. Young to address 
me in the terms he has employed, and I hope he will be a true 
prophet in the suggestion with respect to the pleasing inter- 
course between us, which I hope will be realised in the 

I am much gratified to see that that uniform which I have had 
the honour to wear for so many years (I allude to the gown) 
has been adopted by you. It has of old the sanction of 

ing, and with respect to it classical writers have used the 
expression, ‘ Arms yield to the gown.’ And I have no doubt 
that your clients will feel, when endued in this civil uniform, 


such qualities as these, it 
voured with a 


cause. I am quite sure that the foundation of respect on the 

= of others towards every man is the respect he shows 

imself. We are all more or less identified, until our 
qualities are known, with our profession or calling in 
those who show respect to the calling which they have 
invite respect to it and to themselves. The law has 
held a most vase get wrens in the eyes of the public 
country. I hope it will always be so; but that can 
long as the law is supported by the character of 

ing to it, which I have no doubt it will be by those I 

me, and that thus you will continue to do credit 

fession which you have chosen. 
Rebiew. 

General Rules and Orders of the Landed Estetes Court, Ireland 
(July 15, 1859) : with Schedule of Fees, forms, the Act, and 
Index, Printed by A. Thom & Sons, for her Majesty's 
Stationery Office. 

The original “ Incumbered Estates Act ” of 1849, gave to the 
Commissioners of the Court thereby established the power of 
regulating the procedure of their court; and, for several years 
after, rules and regulations were accordingly issued from time to 
time which remained in force until the “ Landed Estates Court” 
Act of 1858 placed the Court under another name, on a different 
and a permanent basis, with largely increased jurisdiction. The 
last-mentioned Act directed that a new code of rules should be 
framed, and when it was afterwards found that the late Judge 
Martley had, in framing the new code which he undertook to 
prepare, refrained as much as possible from ing, or ever 
from imitating, the satisfactory rules of procedure, which 
“ incumbered estates” to the value of twenty millions had been 
sold and wound up by the old Court, there was a general feel- 
ing of disappointment throughout the profession. It is un- 
necessary to refer to what subsequently took place. Suffice it 
to say, that a completely new code of rules soon became abso-~ 
lutely necessary, and such an one has now been published, ‘The 
new practice of the Landed Estates Court is based, to a great 
extent, on the old rules of the Incumbered Estates Court, with -- 
such alterations and additions as the experience of years has 
suggested, Ofcourse, there aremany entirely new regulations 
adapted to the new branches of the jurisdiction of the Court, 
such as the granting of declarations of title, the carrying out of 
contracts between vendor and vendee, the appointment of new 
trustees, &c, &c. 

The work of preparing and publishing these rules, &c., has 
been performed so completely that it leaves nothing to be 
desired; and the ground is quite cut from under the feet of any 
able editors or authors having the ambition to write a 
“ Practice of the Court.” The Court has, in fact, published its 
own practice, in a compact volume, which includes, in addition 
to the rules, forms, fees, &c., the Act of Parliament, and a very 
elaborate index, the whole published by the Government Printer, 
and sold at 2 price two-thirds lower than it could possibly have 
been, had it been undertaken by private hands. This is cer- 
tainly a novelty, and, however the aforesaid expectant authors 
may be disposed to complain, to the practitioners it is a very 
welcome one, as it provides them with the maximum amouzit of 
— and useful information, at the minimam of cost.and 
trouble 
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showing the parcels of land and the tenancies, all rights and 
easements existing or claimed in or over the lands, and all 
charges and incumbrances existing or claimed. Every petition 
will. be accompanied by a copy (for the use of the Court), 
which, immediately after the petition has been filed, will be 
transmitted to the examiner.of the judge in rotation, who will 
read and make his fiat or order,on it. The order will ordinarily 
be a conditional one only in the first instance, to be served on 
such persons as the judge may consider proper to be served, 
a fixed time for showing cause against the 
.. Where the estate is an unincumbered one, the abstract 
(together with the deeds) is expected to be lodged with, 
soon after, the petition. In other cases, a longer inter- 
allowed, Very. full instructions are given as to the 
fe and contents of the abstract, which is, moreover, to be 
ified. by the affidavit of the solicitor preparing it. Every 
person having in his custody deeds or other documents ma- 
1 to the title, may be compelled to lodge them in court; 
the judge is to make such order as may be just as to the 
of so doing, and as to lien (if any) claimed. on. such 
\ &c, But no mortgagee is bound to part with his securi- 
igs before the time of payment; in the meantime he must, if 
required, produce them for inspection by the examiner,.and 
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* furnish*copies for the use of the Court. After the order for a 
“sale has ‘been made absolute, a “notice to claimants” is to be 


published, notifying, to whom it may concern, that the order 

been made; and therefore any person who has any demand 

upon the estatexnay file his “claim” in the court, stating the 

rticulars, and verified by his affidavit. The costs of so 

: will be allowed with, and as part of, his demand, except 

in the case where a demand has been before proved in chancery 
or in bankruptey. 


The next step is to ascertain the particulars of all tenancies 


on the estate; and for this p a notice to tenants is 
served, containing in a tabular form all such particulars, so far 
as Known, to the solicitor having.carriage. Within a time 
limited by such notice, objections to this notice may be lodged ; 
and, in case of dispute, the matter is to be brought forward, on 
notice, for adjudication. The “rental” is then prepared, and 
in it the particulars and conditions of sale are set forth. The 
rental, &c,, after being settled by the examiner, is printed, and 
Fecei’ “ the e.pwiar's approval, and final directions are then 
for a sale, 
Public sales are to take place in court, unless otherwise 
specially ordered. If elsewhere, the biddings are returned, for 
eae en lee, hein shtache Seaton ae 
Estates may be sold either by public or private sale; 
and any sale may be set aside on sufficient grounds, but not 
solely by reason of an advance being made in price. All 
purchase-moneys are lodged in the Bank of Ireland to the 
eredit of the particular matter. The purchaser is liable to 
payment of interest on his purchase-money, after the expiration 
-@f fourteen days from the sale. If he is also a creditor, he 
may apply for credit or set-off against his money. 
The solicitor having carriage of the proceeding is bound to 
see that all arrears of rates or other outgoings are paid up, for 
the purchaser's protection. The draft of the deed of convey- 
ance is prepared by the purchaser's solicitor, and is sent for 
approval to the solicitor having the carriage, before being 
settled in the examiner's office. An office copy of the draft, as 
settled, is then taken out by the purchaser's solicitor, who 
es from it the engrossment. 
to be prepared, if required, by the officers of the Ordnance 
Survey. A copy of every conveyance is to be kept in court. 
If necessary, an injunction to the sheriff will be issued, to put 
the purchaser in possession of the land purchased by him. 
After the proper searches have been inade as directed in the 
registry and judgment offices, and the results explained, a 


draft “schedule of incumbrances” is brought in, and: settled 


the exathiner, and a lodged for public ; 
form and contents of schedule are very fully indi- 
ented.) A “final notice to claimants” is then to be prepared, 


Maps on conveyances are, 





and served on all int pd also published in th 
newspapers; and pened eauctrp rye) day when the schedule 
will come on for hearing before the judge. On this all 
parties can attend, and have their rights against 

i isk: Questa f 


of “ objections 

adjudicated on by the j 

demands are to be paid, the 

the other parties interested are to attend before the 
with proof of their demands; but admissions rg ad @ 
instead of proofs. The amounts due for principal, interest, 
costs, shall, at the same time, be computed, and the schede 
then re-entered in the judge’s list (without further not 
when the orders for payment are to be made. The judge 
however, at liberty to order any payment which he thinks 

be safely made before the schedule is settled. No legacy is 
be paid without steps being taken ‘to have the 1 duty db. 
charged. The mode of making investments of e-tn 

in the Government funds, and of making sales of stod 
pointed out. Every payment of money or transfer of stocks 
to be made by the Bank, on an. order signed ods oe 
bread Sopher rah roi No money is to be paid ‘with 
identification of the payee. The orders for payment are ‘to by 
drawn up on receipt of the fiat of the judge fe 
sent over, together with the power of attorney 

following day, to the examiner's office, to receive the signatureof 
the judge. 

2. e the sale is in purstiance of a decree or order Fi 
sale made by another Court.*—There is some slight differenic 
the course of procedure when the application to the La 
Estates Court is one to carry out a decree for sale mai 
the Court of Chancery, or an order for sale made b 
Court of Bankruptcy and Insolvency, ‘Such prove 
like others, to commence by petition; but in cise } 
order shall direct a sale of a term of years, the petitioner, 
ptay for a sale of such larger estate as the Court (under t 
Act) may have power to sell; and the petition must be acco 

by @ copy of such decree or order. “An ‘order for s 
on & petition praying execution of a decrée or order for’ 
made by another Court, may be made absolute in the firsti» 
stance if the judge think fit; and ded, in the case ol 
fee-simple estate, that the notice to the of 
Majesty's Woods and Forests, required 
8 ° 
proved their wa lnee bs a pong : 
Tu Dashdag hs gry to. file ‘ve ims, as are credit 
fn othe and, if such be filed, the costs of them willi 
be allowed, without the special order of the judge. Aud 
distinction to be observed in cases of this nature is, that‘sudl 
creditors, who have been parties to any proceedings in 
or Bankruptcy, may be served by post through the 
Office of the Court, whereas other creditors must (uuless 
have entered appearances, or filed claims in the'Court), be servel 
personally, or at their residences. ’ 

The application of the purchase-money in these cases i 
regulated by s. 50 of the Act, which directs that where 
fund shall be, pursuant to the direction of the Court ‘by’ 
the decree or order was wiade, lodged edit: Of the 
Landed Estates Court, it shall be distributed in all =. 

the purchase-money is to 4 
order for 


order has been made on this subject, ‘either. Oy the Cou a 

Chaneery, or by the Court of Bankraptey and Insolveuoy. e 
(To be Conttiiued.) i 
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ae Births; Marciages, and Deaths, 
_— 


n Ang. 16, at 4, vila, Citanvle, Brighton, the’ wife 
Newiane Cooper, Eaq., , of a daughi 
LL—On Aug. 20, | No. 7, tahaararan, ‘Notting “hill, the 
3. Cracknall, f Esq., of Lincoln’ 's-inn, of a daughter, 
Aug. 19, at Rickmansworth, the wife of Herbert William 


Queen’s-gardens, ae the wife of 
ughter. 


re 14, at King’s Lynn, the wife of Lewis Whincop Jarvis, 
|. of a son. 
—At Redland, Bristol, on Aug. 24, the wife of Jonathan Perrin, 
Z 4 }, of a danghter. 
Aug. 20, in Richmond-terrace, Bayswater, the wife of 0. 8. 
Round, Esq., Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-law, of a son. 
‘$MITH—On Aug. 21, the wife of Mr. Edward Hart Smith, of Clement’s- 
5 ce Brixton, Solicitor, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGES. 
SHEPHARD—On Aug. 23,at Trinity Chapel, Roehampton, 
“by the Ven. the Archdeacon of London, the Rev. Charles Edward 
of Brighton, Sussex, te Harriette, the third daughter of John 
Esq., of Seg oy Clare, Roehampton, Surrey. 


; D—Oni Aug. 18, at St. John’s, Highgate, by the Rev; 
ln Culver, Calvert, Capt. Davenport M'Gill, 60th Royal Rifies, eldest son of 


a" Peter M'Gill, to Rosa, second daughter of Thomas Bissgood» 
aOR ne due. 2 me at ve m fariont ts Bitterne, near South- 
iloms Hewry Moberly of Southampton, to Mary Arnoth, 

daughter of ate Robei 10x, Esq., ree rege Royal Nayy. 


JOSSELYN—On Aig. 17, at St. Mary Tower, Ipswich, by the 
. E, S. Whitbread, rector of Strumpshaw, Norfolk, and by the Rev. 


We W; reetor of Th Abbotts, Norfolk, Thomas W: 5 
‘of eldest son ys 
a Suffolk, to Elizabeth, eldest daughter of George Josselyn, Esq., 


ba 


'LOYD—On Aug. 25, at All Saints’ Church, Nether- 
ag ty Rev. Thomas James, herman Cookson Stephenson, 
~ gon of the late Ste ot of Sands, 
cet da daughter of 8. Floyd, Esq., Solicitor, Holmfirth and 


DEATHS. 
PAUGH—On Aug. 23rd, at Pontefract, aged 50, William Clough, Esq., of 


om 


_, that town, Solicitor. He twice filled the the office of Mayor, and was many 


years an alderman of the Borough. 
Aug, 19, ners 34, Robert Kvans, Esq., of the firm of Evans, 
Sandys, Solicitors, Liverpool. | 
Aug. 22, at “Tag Ne tagging A Cate oraeiincit Emma 
» Wife of Robert J. Pead, Esq., aged 
ROPFEY—-On Aug. 20, at 21, Walcot-place, Ses William Roffey, 


Eaq., in the 78th year of his age. 


Se 


~ Wiclaimed Stock in the Bank of Bugland. 


(ne eee dalled een SE 

to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months :— 

Frances, Widow, Brighton, & Tuomas Kinasy, Esq., Baughurst, 

£120 : 6 : 9 Consols.—Claimed by THOMAS Kirsy, the 


ee PA James JOHN GORDON, ton, Plymouth, 

—Claimed by Jemima Mary Harpist CRTTI, wife 

(formerly Bremer, Widow), and Epwagp Fiercuer, 

sii ee “Roads eham pct, Friant acevo Dod 
8 

£2,015 : 8 : 9 New 3} per Pe Claimed by Rev. Henry Law, one 


executors. 
Hon. Witttay, Viscount Downs, Hexar Russet, Surgeon, York, 
’ = seer Eide York, £387: | & Consols.—Claimed by Davia 
ta, Spinster, Old ten-street, £100 ; 3: 8 Reduced 
per Cents.—Claimed a by Wi Worse tent B a ielpe and WinhiaM 
fpoapene sapcinces, by the of Chancery of the 
deceased. 

Mary ANN » Widsemmeciilinesi, Bate, £122:9: 7 
. Claimed by Many ANN Houcass, wife of Rev. Rosset Mueues, 

y Marx ANN MaInwagino, Soy 
a disnees.dee, ben.» Beading, £28:.19: 0 Consols.—Claimea 
RGE, bar woes 5 Highworth, Wilts, One Dividend. on £100 
OHARD ‘SraANos, the acting surviving 


2, 


“A Gent.,T Devonshire, One Dividend on £60 Console, 
Masi, cadet end 0} 


Ee of Sera a aes and Danis, GasKsLt, 
fresmnas Meera ane Aber, Wraston va ew = 
cope cat 





Reirs-at Raw and Next of Bin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere. 


Exxin, Sotomon, Esq., Kingston, Surrey, and Island of Jamaica (who died 
in or about the month of .Feb., 1826).. Persons claiming to be the heir- 
etclaw and next of kin prove thelr claims on or before Hoy the 
Registry for the Liverpool 


KENDRICK, CHARLES, late of Winchcomb, pe yor nd Hangin, the 
son, and Mary Ann Wiis, the danghter, of sisters. of the deceaged,ito 
ly to Mr. Richard Kendrick, Chedworth, near Northleach, Gloucester- 
ire, or to Henry Stiles, Esq., Solicitor , Northleaeh. 
SaakeEsaart, Joun, CHARLEs and Grorce SaaxkesHart, Ann Sa 
(married to Samuel Kempson), ‘an Foucer, and Ricamap 
nm of and Ann , Chemist, in 
latives of these families to apply to D. 
Shakeshaft, 18, Upper Queen’s-street, Lower-road, Islington, London. 


—_—_>—_——_— 
English Funds. 





ENGLIsH FoNps. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. 





Bank Stock ...++s000+; 224 223 4 
3 per Cent. Red. ‘Ann...| 96 6 

3 per Cent. Cons. Ann... 

New 3 per Cent. Ann... 

ete Cent. An 


Long "yaee (exp. =. 5, 
; 








Scrip. 
India Bonds (£1,000) .. 
Do. (under £1000) .... 


Consols for account . 

Exe, Bills( £1000) Mar, 
Ditto June.. 

a . Bills (ange) | Mar, 
tto 


Exch. Bills (aasaasan, 
Ditto June 





























Railways. 








acta Lan. & Ch. ~ etc : 
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Estate ‘xehange Report. 


AT THE MART... x se anise 
By Mr. Mason. 
rechld, Corner Pot of Baling Ground, Twickenham.—Sold for £260. 
Freehold of Land, near the above, fronting the high-road from Rich- 
to Hampton. Sad for 4 
Frochold, Comer’ Ph of Balding Land,” atjetaing the above.—Sold for 


£480. 
Me Plot of Land, Widmore-lane, neat Bromley, ‘Ként)—Sold tot 


et ee eae an a ie fe poly yy 

Corner Ground, at unc! e roads 

&c., with house, barn, Sed Boren. i ast 
By Mr. EpMonps...... 

Leasehold Fong 4 Nos. 4 & 5, Bridport-place,; New North- condi Hoxton. 


» Sold for. £250 
he Residence, No. 41, Nottingham-placé, Mile-end Old Town, Sold 
10, 
ie Messts. Norrow, Hocearr, & Trist. 
vedo Carshalton, Surrey, coachhouse, stab- 
ony pokey Or. ip .—Sold for 
Leasehold Dwelling-houses, Nos. 45 & 46, Kings ersare, Goswell-road, St. 
cuiad Bene te = ys ge eel let at 
ouse, NO. ty- » en rg! “Square ; 
£65 per annum; ; term, "9 ean’ Sitbainmer last ; ground-rent, 
for’ 


£24 
Policies of ‘Assurat ‘Assurance and Absolute Reversions, expectant on the death of 
re 000 Bd Based) 


By. Messrs. Bromiey & Son. 
¥reehold Famil: Rositense, “‘ Holby Lodge, ** Wood-street, Walthamstow, 
‘yin Pleasare-grounds and outbuildings; let at £45 per’ annums.--Sold 
250. 

Scuold Cottage and Ground, Wood-street, Walthamstow 5, let at £6 per 

LeeatiO oa Land adjoining Holb: ag Se ys for £120, . ‘ 
~~ No. ane Aingen-piac, -road, St. George’s’ East; 

£% per annum.—Sold for £190 


3 Jet at £20 annum. 
caeeels Sar eget tm Demneey eteens, Canney ies per 


Leasehold H Sh ‘Kes. hbase Oxford-street, Si 3 let 
»-AtA0 Der ating Sold for op, Nos. ’ pas ppcsidh 
ft Cea 
Freehold, Five Plots of guilding Ground, at Woodside-green}; Norwood, 
msl Grant duo asaud ats Norwood, sa stabling, 

&c.—Sold for £400. “pr 


Freehold Mansion, " enon. gone dey er lps Se» iain adley-honse Hadley, 


By Mr. A. Roots. 
» No. 45, Villas;‘term,)79 years from 
5: ground-rent £il “4 annum.—Sold for 
Ground-rent, 
> Coden ry 


iaingon 5 
coy —— upon No. 5, 
ppt mi eeeahe bal tor aioe ; 


rent; £36 Nos, 
Cal, ef Leasehold. Ground-rent Eis ye saa, we 


By Messrs. Tortus & Harpixe. 
Leasehold Houses and Shops, Nos. 190 & 191, sone ee eerers 
toe 98 years Srese don, (067 ; ground-rent, £70 per annum ; let at £245 


een for £1,690. 
Mapedtea oat oF es ee ee 
reversion ; mm ~ from June, 


N wit 
“hop Mo a, for £600: , 
By Messrs. Vewrom & Sox. 

Sees ont Gentett of Railway Tavern and Dining-rooms, No. 125, 
eocte-atanety Sty s bald, Sex :8t yes, Soom Midsammes, 1847, at 
eoemnEer Syren £500. 

By Mr: G. B. Baxter. ; ‘ ‘ 


Sak wane , Beckenham, Kent; let‘at £42.—Sota tor 
eehold (Four) Cottages, adjoining the above, Oietne Ware @ per 


By Mr. H. Lowpon, ° 
Leasehold Honse, 13, Mead-row, Westminster-road ; let ‘at al ee‘aliaas, 
term, oe years from Lady-day, 1786; “ground-rent, £3:14: 9. — Sold 


“Tor #11 
ae lessrs. Beapet & Sons. 
Rent of £150 per annum, arising from ‘business 
my hy rapa reog City ; term, 2) years from 
Freehold so or Plots of Building Land, Junetion-roaf, Uppar Salvaiy— 


Sold at £225 and £180 
eon: Giine) Ptots of Badin Lana, Orchard-road, Upper Hatiwpay— 


at from £160 tv £110 per plot 
By Mr. Moxow. 
Fre Houses, Nos .7.& 8, 
ts. rae rat i 
Sell 
% Ey sagt AD 3 suaee ay 
+ t9¢ai< * 30 , ay z. 
 ‘pibuhanae so aallee® ab 


pay me Hesidenes. Hof se mary chon 





Place ; let at 38; term, 98 yar, 


from No na, ace 


it ede Nos. 3&4, Altha-sqriate ; "same term, &. — Sol fa 


Lehsehold Residence, No, 7) Alma-equare same term, te Sold fr £290, 

mce, te 

Freehold Cottage Residence, Buckingham So, Staton 

’ By Mr/E)Ropnig," “sion! # eaoeT aah 

Freehold Ground-rents, producing’ £1,727 per ana "4 frour the 
houses ‘Lansdowne-road-villas, Clarendon 


forming and-St, 
> foe portion of the aboye sold at from 28 to 30 years’ par. 


Freehold, “ Wadd rom as cet Pian Prithenten, Essex, — 
farm-house, and 77a. Ir. 26p.; let at 91417: 626 
J 2 HOA 

By Messrs, Warenen & Sons, :5 | Pica 

bg ey 2x. Lp. f wood and heath land, abutting on eb 

rs en ig tag ot, ror pee i a -— 

meobeld, . Ir. 29p, of plantation, Sand’s-end, Windlesham, 

shot.—Sold for £240 a. AERO et ate 


vanes le 


ine By Messrs. Baxen & Sow... a 
‘arm,” oh ouse, “out 
Bea Or, 5p, oF lati, “SOA TOF 2, poste ye ; ’ et 
By Mri Marsh. ‘ say 
Leasehold House, No. 25, ———. CUbliillads toutveaal, ‘estiaiinted 


L ~aMa at ‘io pe 


. Ti 
| kee sa Mi oT Boe rd-place ; creat ate lg 


Leasehold Coachhousé’ and ‘Stablé, No. 13a, Royal-mews, Aitisyn te 
North ; ito ese a 810 ps annus, eld to : 


Cy aha RR TE 
per pow Achat 
Freehold House, No. 4a, Barbican, Citys 1¢t at we jeretnei iia 


hema Recon, Ke. 15, Mildmay-park ; let at £60 per ennum.— Sali 


sig tia tna sell SOA We: edict 


£120 
Leaseh a (one a Shop), Nos. 17 to 19, Frederick's. d 
, Islington ; let at £83: 10: pe eng wae él 
a House, No, 28, Chaleot-crescemt, Pesmronel; Jt at 
annum.—Sold for £450 Lf 


% 


AT GARRAWAY'S. ; 
By Mr. S..S. Onema: 
Freehold House and Shop, No.4, Hlywel-treet, Strand eon en 
ee ee £710. 


Cheese,” Wine-office-court, I 
let on lease at £50 per annum.—Sold for £2,010. eae 
By Messrs, CRawzER, 
Freehold Log No. 5, Raven's-place, -Hammersmi 
lease for 99 years from 186s at, #8.Dee 9 


By. Messrs, GC, & H. Warrs, : 
Leasehold Deaiing-Lanie, Nos. 9, 10, & 11, se wlll Hoxton 


Sold for £180 
By Mr. MoRRett. 


Leasehold House, N: ee Ear?’s-court-road, Kensington ; 100 
29 years from June, 1868 ; ground-rent, £8 per annum; let at 3p 


0. 
years from: ‘em Jane 18 ies pe eer tig ip AL per annum ; “eats 


annum, yam Sold fo 


) “ 


By Messrs. Davis & Viorns. , noni 

e001 toe ‘Workshope; &e:, South-street; TsleworsA j'setet 
r annum.—' or 

nd small ei ele 


ciatesillalelents 
on 
eee 
reel id ‘Tenement, i 
way; ait ee an enon BE a ground peek tot at a 
Coppola Cottage a ded ceaneGi Bull Begwai’s Hole, cusyfe 
— or 
Arend Lapis, 8a. Sr. + Water-lane, 
grave, Nort ret at £10 per enna .—Sold for sate 
Freehold House as Wo. 64, bh Clerkenwell i; lotion 
Tease at 2000 pos pacura, Sold for £510. — 
— poles AY “Yee 55, Purnmill-steeet ; let on jense a6 
Fecha a" Hea, shop, &c., No, 56, Turnmill-street;: let at rt 
gram, rr ‘ 
iigehold Nos. 60. & 65, Turnmill-street, poe 17, A ong ny 
6, Lamb-square, @ smaller wenge in Lamb-sq See 
in Jyne Pan-alley, and Two Cottage in ale 
Freehold, Three rot) roth ion 1.3, @ 3 Magee ‘and 
Ashentree- court, Whitefriars ; let on lease at £2 


santana 2 ‘jee 


: fe: Base. 3 
Lease had. Goot salt of the Aneland Grown 
‘ 2t-years-ttom Mid: 
Sola for £2,500. i 


XSW, sine tae ei api ci 
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avodese cue wou Be 
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HN icant REPORTER: 











Faipay, Aug. 26, 1859. 





Boss, Sclicttors, Leaten, 
ae ‘ as far as regards the 














: Wasa Laces, & Joun ALDERTON 
ia come Y Alderton Bush. Aug. 

1 4 ae Tuomas Mss, etn Solicitors, and Conveyancers, 
hes ies Oy ea pautugl consent. Aug..20. 
nd-St, Jeszrn, & Jous Tae Lescomnn, Attorneys & Salteitors, 8 Can- 
a" pur. Teens morn joes Aug. 3. 

4 ahi Dieomap- pre-e 23, 180 _ 

Og BROADHURST, James, Builder, 6 Kennington, and 188 & 184 
‘183 “fries, Lambeth om a ep 11; eb 
ra rt a 
Tag, SCOTT, Romxar, crea eal Keeper, ‘Prseuatty, Manchester. 
I Sept. & x6, at 125 Manchester. Of. Ass, Frazer. Sot. Andrew, Man- 
Yd chester. Pet. Aug. 9 
n ay DAVIES, Epw: MENT EDWARD DAVIES, as adver- 

. teed in last Frid y’s Gants), en Spirit Merch 



























































rinted 
1 HOC 
"2 Rte Biting -. . 
ib q mice, eno ae Sot us 15; Meesiuleapen tras. OF. 
23 Des wi et ipod, ia Sewry; or Hodge & Harle, Newcastle- 
‘on LYONS, Joun, Steel Manufacturer, Shefiield. Com. Ayrton: Sept. 8, and 
730 Oct. 1, at 10; Sheffield. Of. Ass. Brewin... Sols. Anderson, 3. or 
to ~Bostek Barwick, Leeds. Pet. Aug; 19. 
i mer or Debt), “Gam Sanders: tage at, 3 20; Notinghem. 
\ rst i 
Wig Of. Ass. Harris. Sol. Nottingham. 
it "ihr Of a Lemonger, Cuba. Sen 3 ah tt 2. 
er oPitsAng. 19. 
WTA NEWTON, Samvxt, Cotton Manufacturer, Stockport, and Dove Bank Mills, 
Bt , Derbyshire... Sept, 9, and Oct. 6, at 12; Manchester, '. Ass, 
r . Sol. Sutton, Manchester. Pet, Aug. 18. ~ 
3) ORMEOD, Ext, & Rrcnarp Roperts, Commission ts, Manchester (Eli 
vi Ormrod & Co.) Sept. 8, and Oct. 6, at'12; ester. Off. Ass. Her- 
‘8 Raman. ~oak pretowrnrsara Pet. Aug. 11. 
nad PECKING, Wint1am uctioneer, Torqua Andrews: rae 
a Oct 5, at 12; Exeter. sx Hilvak: ‘deere Hooper: Tore 
met Wigton, ig i A 
5.4 Guilin, Wassas, Deildas ler, 3 Phillip’s-pl., Shooter’s-hill-rd. “ Com. Goul- 
ue burn: Sept. 5, and Oct. Sat at 11.30; all-st. Of. Ass. Nichol- 
eton wae Bl Kaeo, 7 Leman Tee ree a 
i : it. 5, at 11; und Oct. et at 13; Basaghal-st. Of 
om at ll; at st. . 
2 ‘dey Se eee ak ‘Aug. 1 | 
Fripay, Aug. 26, 1859. 
emi, ‘Leys,: Page pee Keeper, Aeoernet 7 ae eer tate ~ 30, 
riper 28, at: Tl ; Liverpool. Sole’ Shateuan te 
33 Cotton, Live verpool. Pet. eae 
Fore-st., T: And : Sept. 
id Oe oe _ ipa OF dee micah 2 Sol. Daw, Exeter. 
AR HABVOOD, Cuxmenr, Com. A 
sa ph and Ort. 8 a8 ai ater. Of Of Aone Histsek Mok, Roberts, 
re, MEDUAND, 2 that eed ans 97 Cheapside. Com: Goulburn 
ia : rng, 25: “Ont Uo, at 14 Be 12 Basinghallst on "dss. ‘Pennell. 
, pin b Colleen ug. 25 
Gras , Carlisle. Com. Ellison : . 8, 
* cA ° Dealer, Care \ aa beter 
i, BEX Ay ee ip and Ingledew & Daggett, Newcustle- 
4 bes Ly tar 1 ll; pe 
ja ae oo af sat es cat Hel Randle 10 
x] . eae m, Coal 2asechants Bishops- 
: hae BA ry a Oak bys e 
er Co., Bushelane. Pe ag. th 
v" (and not coves Roig 
2. aoe Sel a et 
hom Sep a 
2 WHITE, B In, iy ati Grosyenor-st, ie hts 
; aa te te Ae at, Of, Ass, Cannan, Sol. 
‘if turer, 20 Ald bu 
+ ees Biocon and Oct. 10, a0 30, 303 
: Piews, & Boyer, 14 
4 a a ‘ 
r. Ang 19, 


| 





Bouxtace , Rrcnarp, Shi 
Trustees, 





Wet owen. Hackney-rd 


| (BANKRUPTCY (ANNULLED. : 
TorspaY; Aug. 23, 1859. 
Hoagnen, THomas, mas, Druggist, 50 St. John-st., and 97 Bridport- . 
a in co-partnership with Michaél Sweetnam). Aug. co 
MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS.’ > fom 
Texspar, Aug. 23, 1859. 
WHIttakEr, cen fANEEIy Licensed Victualler, Manchester. Sept, 1a, ‘at. 33s 
Frmar,; Aug, 26, 1859, ta 


Hin Wican, & Riemann Batre, Machine Maki, Bed tae 

Sentor, Rosert, & Sternen Senior, Blanket Manufacturers, Staincliffe, 
Yorkshire. apis a oy 

ated Sateoer, Ovenden, Halifax (‘Thomas Taylor & 


Sept. 


CERTIFICATES. re Re, 
Tob xtowen, ules Nate b pine, and Cotsen on Dy of Maing. 
TouespaY, Aug. 23, 1859. 
Cave, Rosert, Fishm Thames-st., Windsor. 145 at 1980; 
hall-at: onger, ’ Sept. 14; 


TAYLOR, JAMES, 
Sons). Sept: ie, at Hh; 


Witt1amson, Joszrn, Former, Stockport (Williamson & Roberts 
22, at 12; "Mancheste 4 ‘ - 


SaEDDEN, Joux GREEN, Woollen ham. 14, at 1; 
Smarr, Heway, 8 env tne bourne-st., Haymarke: 4 
15, at 11.30 ; 'Seaughall vi me “ — 


Farmar, Aug. 26, 1859. 
Downe, Jonn, Licensed Victualler, College-st., Camden Town Sept 1 ue 
at 11, Basinghall-st. 
om a Newson, Builder, Broughton, Denbigl. Sept. 2,18, 


Paooresr, Roser, Corn Broker, Liverpool. Sept. 19, at 11, Liverdal. 


— 

To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered.” 

Torsparx, Aug. 23, 1859. ‘ 

Grossmrta, Cuartes, Perfumer, 135 Strand (in co- hip with George 
Tate, under the style of Charles Grossmith and Co/ Aug. 18, 3rd class . 
Hopp, Janae, Jems Gatt, Ironmongers, 127,20ndon-rd., Southwark,. 


‘Aug. 13, 2 
Smewsnooxs, WiittaM, Builder, Taunton sug. 17; 3rd class, at the ex- 
piration of 21 days from the date hereof. 


Smuar, Davip, & Jouw CHARLES Liverpool, and of 
Shanghai, China ar eit hg. 25: ta eae 22, Ist class. . 

Tuer, Groras, Publican, 2 New#n-st., Holborn. Aug. 8, 2nd class. 

be ipo Tuomas, Licensed Victualler, Hermon-hill, Wanstead. Aug,9, 


FRmayY, Aug. 26, 1859, 
ay po Licensed Victualler, Great Stanmore, Middlesex. Angi 
3, ist 
Drover, Witt14M, Hotel-Keeper, Fleet-st. Aug. 18, 34a class: 
Jongs, Witt1aM, Coal Merchant, Isleworth. Aug. 18, 2nd class. 
Lyon, Epwin Dunxtn, Piarioforte Mafiufacturer, 26 Castle-st., Oxford-st. 
Aug. 18, 2nd class. 


Prowse, Cuantes, Chemist, Bristol. Aug. 24, Ist class, 
Sicox, Srernex CuarMan, Carpenter, Trowbridge. Aug. 24, Ist class. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Tusspay, Aug. 23, 1859. 


Builder, East Stonehouse, ——— Aug, 16. 
E. Wilkes, Butcher, East ey ee W. Lambell, Tinther 
East Stonehouse. Soils. Edmonds & 


Sons, Plymouth. 


Cooxs, Epwarp, Coal Merchant, Worcester, nats 10. iurtoa-on- Bread. Soe 
son, Coal Master, Gresley-wood, Colliery, near 
Allen, Birmingham. 

HAWKER, ag ge St. Sidwell, Exeter, Aug. 5. ae G. Slo- 
Sebes Hes, Me , Devonshire ; J. Kemp, Miller, Exeter . Sot. Terrell, 

Senmenis, dase Osmonp, emerge Doncaster. 


R. Farr, Ironmonger, Doncaster; A. Hall, Tailor, Doncaster. 
to execute before Nov. 15. Sol. Wright, t,, Doncaster. 


Manyens, Ep » Merchant, eg Aug. Ll. Trustecs, 4. Dins- 
dale, Bonk "Agent. Darlington R. C. Stonehouse, Miller, Darlington. 
Sols, G. & G. T. Allison, Darlington. 


Runway, apenene. Sailmaker, Exmouth, Devonshire. July 25: @¥wedees, 


= : Grant, St hag ag Cardiff; H. Davy, Canvass - » Cre- 





poy 


Roares, Esav, Butder, 1 Milsom’s-bldgs.. West: 6. 
E. Chillcott, Irom nig, Sat See 


Bee Methany Canoov mar Bist J. G. Hobbs, Gant., . 
"daly Weallon Draper Buvean or. Sage suageens Suen. Prats, Was 


me aca, et 
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chant, 33 Gracechurch-st.; E. Smalifield, Timber Merchant, 55 King 
wee . Sols. Venning, Naylor, & Robins, 9 ov hes ll 


Paani Agent, Ghat rigs W. ar, ace wh 14. 
arog at ‘Creditors to 


id. Sols. Jackson, hm Freer, 
faa: or or Hott, - Giasaford Briggs. 


Fray, Aug. 26, 1859. 


AppLerox, Joux, Builder, Cowick, York. Aug. 12. Zrwstees, H. Liver- 
sidge, Timber Merchant, Selby; J. Wordsworth, Ironmonger, Ponte- 
fract ; T. Raper, Plumber, Snaith, Yorkshire. Creditors to execute on 
or before Qct. 1}. Sol. Clark, Snaith. 

Fisaer, Wittiam, Draper, Carlisle. Aug. 19. Trustee, H. Horsley, Com- 
Fey a: Cals ar gers Creditors to execute on or before Nov. 19. 


B | snd Aszune, Upholsterer, . Pentonville-rd., and 13 Weston- 
ine King’s-cross. 8. Frustees, J 


Aug. . Kitchen, Cabinetmaker, 32 City- 
ra., Islington ; J. Wilde, Curtain-rd,, Shoreditch. Sols. Blake & Snow, 
 Gollege-hill. 

Incucoms, Caartes, Wheelwright, Bredgar, Kent. Aug. 13. Trustees, 
R. G. Stone, Timber Merchant, Faversham ; G. Smeed, Merchant, Tun- 
stall. Sol. Tassell, Faversham. 

Lowesrarr, Epwarp, Corn Dealer, Mepal, Isle of Ely. Aug.2. Trustee, 
G. Knox, Gent., 53 Oakley-sq., St. Pancras. Sols. Dalton & Greenway, 
3 Bucklersbury. 

Rattuty, Wittiam Rozert, Farmer, Grainth Lincolnshire, now of 
Yi A m3 8. Trustees, T. aoe § Auctioneer, Louth: 

7. Ranshaw, Draper, Louth. Sol, "Falkner, Louth 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
TUESDAY, Aug. 23, 1859. 
Losox, Joun, Wine Merchant, late of 35 Mark-lane, and of Glouces- 
.» Hyde-pk. (who died in or about the month of April, 1856), 
v. Donaldson and others, V..C. Wood. Nov. 2. 


DoNALDSy, Henry, Wine Merchant, late of 35 Mark-lane, and of Picca- 
dilly (Wr died in or about the month of Dec., 1858). Bennett v, Don- 


am others, V. ner Wood. ove 2. 
ELKIN, Island of Jamaica (who died 
in or aboat Bs mo month ree Feb., or at v. Hime and others, Regis- 
try of the Livemool District. Nov. 19. 


uaeieen Witlus Parry, Gent., Liv » late. of New Brighton 
(eho died in or abou, the month of Uct., 854). Hutchinson v. Moly- 
neux and others, Registry of the Liverpool District. Sept. 23. 


Scotch Sequestrations: 
TUESDAY, 4ug. 23, 1859. 

M‘CALLAY, GEORGE, eee a Renfrewshire. Aug. 26, at 1; 
Globehotl, Paisley. Seq. Aug. 17.” Mies: AEF 
Poouty, ALEXANDER Pisce Hee 4 Ginnie, Lee, Kent, residing at 
Artnabalg,» now at Inverary. Aug. 26, at 11; George-hotel, ivory. 
Taomsox, Joux, Merchant, Horndean, Berwick (Jobn Thomson & Co. 
Aug. nlp Black Swan-inn, Dunse, Bereiek’ Seq. A ie 19. ) 
TOR ysuL., James, Innkeeper, Kirkin Sjniiliogh. Aug. 30, at 12; Dowell’s & 

Lyon's Rooms Raha Edinburgh. Seg. Aug 
Wiraon, i Cattle Dealer, ae hy anaratir. Aug. 29, at 2; 
Dowell’s & Lyon’s Rooms, Edinburgh. Seq. Aug. } 


Fripay Aug. 26, 1859. 


Brows, ALEXANDER, Grocer, Leith-walk, Edinburgh. — 5, at 2; 
Stevenson’s-rooms, Andrew-sq., Edinb’ burgh. Seq. Aug. 23. 


‘TEETH. 
BY HER MAJESTY’S ROYAL LETTERS PATENT. 
WLY-INVENTED APPLICATION <of C 


MICALLY PREPARED ees RUBBER in the construct 
Artificial Teeth, Gums, and Palates 


MR. EPHRAIM MOSELY, SURGEON-DENTISY, j 
9, LOwER GROSVENOR-STREET, sre : 
SOLE INVENTOR AND RATENTEE. 


Ls mat oainel, we om iovapeanie Ley in t : 
and success, of vy A oP 
PARED oNDIARUBBE in lieu “of the gold or bone | . 
The extraordinary results of this application may be briefly noted i 
ate of their most prominent features:-——All.sharp edges are avolien ; 
spring wires or tastenings are required; @ ‘greatly increased fi a 
tion is supplied ; a natural elasticity; hitherto wholly u ‘ : 
5 perfected with the most unerring accuracy, are secured; 
the softness and flexibility of the agent ‘employed, “hel t si 
given to the adj teeth when loose or rendered, the 
tion of the gums. e acids of the mouth exert no agency on the' 
mically-prepared India-rubber, and, as it is a non-conductor, fluids of} 
temperature may be retained in the mouth, all unpleasantness 
taste being at the same time wholly provided against bythe, pecul 
of its preparation. 
Teeth filled with Gold and Mr. EPHRAIM MOSELY’S White In 
rubber, the only stopping that will not discolour the ‘front teeth: 


9, Lower Grosyenor-street, London; 14, Guy-street, Bath ; 10, E) 
qquare, 2 Newcastle-on- 'yne. 


RUPTURES.—BY “ROYAL | LETTERS PATENT. 


HITE’S MOC-MAIN LEVER TRUSS #& 
allowed by upwards of 200 Medical Gentlemen to be the mm 
effective invention in the curative treatment ef HERNIA. The use. 
steel spring. so hurtful in its effects, is here avoided; @ soft, bandage 
worn round the body, while the requisite resisting power is supplied 
MOC-MAIN PAD mA PATENT ER, fitting Ayith so ™ uch - 
closeness that it cannot be detected, and may be worn during sleep, 
descriptive cireular may be had, and the Truss (which cannot fill | 
forwarded by post, on the SS of the body, two inches 
hips, being sent to the 
Mr. JOHN atte. 3 398, | TIOCADILET. DONBOM. 
Rene 8 ee ee 218., 26s. 31s. Postage, i 
% Bis. 6d., "as, and 52s. 6d. Postage, 18, 8d, 
ti an Uenbilical Trese, 42s, and 52s. 6d. Pi , Is. ted. sf 
Post-office Orders to be made payable to JOHN t- : 
Piccadilly, 3 
Tage daw STOCKINGS, KNEE- CAPS, es, 
VARICOSE VEINS, and all cases of WEAKNESS , 
of the LEGS, SPRAINS, &c. They are porous, Towne im 
pensive, and vod cave 5 on like an ordinary stocking: Price, from 74 
to 16s. each ; 
JOHN WHITE, ANUFACTURER, 228, PICCADILLY, LONDG® 











INE NO LONGER AN EX 
SIVE LUXURY. 
WELLER & HUGHES'S 
SOUTH AFRICAN ‘WINES, CLASSIFIED a3 
SHERRY, MADEIRA, &c., 20s. per Goz.” 
Pint Samples of either for 12 Stamps. 
SOUTH AFRICAN AMONTILLADO, 24s. per 
COLONIAL BRANDY, Pale or Brown, 
15s. per Gallon. 


“We have had submitted to us by Messrs, re 
their Port and Sherry the production of the Cape I 
are bound to say, after giving them a very close ne es chat x 





Denna, Grokce Henverson, Temperance-hotel Keeper, 5 Nicolson-st.. 

Edinburgh. Sept.2,at 11; Stevenson’s-rooms, Edinburgh. Seq. Aug. 24. 
Fi rH, Joun, Builder, Bellgrove-st., Glasgow. Aug. 30, at 1; Faculty- 
“Pall; Glasgow. Seq, Aug. 2 aie: 








TEETH. 


A NEW DISCOVERY IN ARTIFICIAL TEETH, 
aly wa and PALATES; composed of substances better — che- 
ey. for securing a At of the most uracy, 
wiinoat which dete cea tee Dat 6 souree of 

of he ng loyed Pp i ire of tivel obviated, ® 
he Bere 8 entirely stumps are rendered 

ton workmansh' of the first orde , 
the best quality, ah ole be aptind & at half If the usual chetges aoe Cais . 
Messrs. GABRIEL, THE OLD-ESTABLISHED SURGEON-DENTISTS, 
33, LUDGATE-HILL, and 110, REGENT-STREET, 


ta, Brike-s observe the numbers—established 1804), and at Liverpool, 
acest. Consultation gratis. 


“ Messrs. Gabriel's improvements are 
visit to their establishments mi ge have fea ttumoa of he ighoet 


wget ae ener 





r hé flavour.”—Vide Mo: Herald, A 
esate flavour and quality of Messrs. Welle’ ant and 
to be bo ee ee they r much hace Vann te 
Wines.”—Vide Morning Post, Augui ust 9: = = 
find your wine yore and unadul —Heny Letty, | 


Se =, Hospital. 
ae s—Cash or Reference: 


WELLER and HUGHES Whelenale and Retail Deslera, 97, 
friars, Mark-lane, London, E. 


ye FAMILY ARMS % send Meme-oné and 
Sioa Cen ie, share, and Digheien, anes, tt a 
Modern Styles. of 
Hees ENGRAVING. —Crest. on Seal, 
3 on Die, 7. ; 3 Arms, Crest, and Motto, on Seal t 

C1OLID 2 SOLD, 18 Carat, Hall ma - 
Digh Seals Moran's aren tat Pace inet 

odal for Hgeaving), 44, High Hol kee mar 
Medal for ving), 44, High Holborn, Lov ae 


\HE roe er 
aft ‘thora 
art 


bine, in a high degree, full. body, fine Page aa 

















